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The Economic Status of 436 Families 
of Missouri Clerical Workers 
and Wage Earners 
Jessie V. Coles and Lucile Hieser* 
INTRODUCTION 
Information as to how families earn and spend their incomes is 
important today as an aid in planning production, distribution, and 
consumption, and in bringing about improvement generally in eco-
nomic and social conditions. No truly adequate program for im-
provement can be planned, evaluated, or executed efficiently without 
it. 
It is essential to know the size of the incomes families receive, 
their sources, who earns them, the size and composition of families 
dependent upon them, and the commodities and services for which 
families spend their money. It is also essential to ]mow how incomes 
and expenditures vary with location of families and the occupations 
of the main contributors, and to know what effect the size of income 
and size of the family have upon their spending patterns. 
Such factual information is useful to families in studying and 
evaluating their own economic situations and in planning their 
expenditures. It is a valuable guide t o home economics departments, 
to extension workers, and other educators in planning and executing 
programs intended to aid families to achieve a satisfactory living. 
It can be used by agricultural producers and manufacturers, who 
produce goods to be consumed, and by distributors who make goods 
available for purchase. It is valuable to the various government 
agencies in planning programs for providing aid and education. 
Communities Studied 
Families living in rural and urban areas of Missouri are very 
closely associated economically. 'l'he welfare of one group is de-
pendent to a large extent upon the welfare of the other. Part icular-
ly is this true of families living on farms and those living in the 
towns and small cities located in rural areas. 
Agricultural areas and small towns and cities are typical of the 
state. Approximately 51 per cent of the population in 1930 lived 
on farms or in villages with less than 2500 population. Moreover, 
there were, at that time, only 11 counties out of the 115 in the entire 
· *The material· in· somewhat different form was presented by the hitter author in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Arts at the University of .Missouri. 
Ruth Foster and Esther G. McGuire assisted in editing and tabulating data. 
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state in which the population of the largest city. exceeded 15;000; 
If counties in which the cities St. Louis and Kansas City are located 
are excluded, 77 per cent of the population lived in counties where 
the principal city had less than 15,000 population. 
Because of the close relationship of families living on farms and 
in small towns and cities, information concerning the economic status 
of families of either group is of interest to all. Such information 
concerning families living in small cities is especially pertinent be-
cause of the importance of their leadership in a community. 
Two small cities, Columbia and Moberly, located in the North 
Central part of Missouri, approximately midway between Kansas 
City and St. Louis, were chosen for study. The population of Colum-
bia in 1930, according to the United States Bureau o£ the Census, was 
14,967, and that of Moberly was 13,772. The area in which these 
small cities are located is predominately agricultural, producing 
grain and livestock. 
The population in both cities is predominately native white. In 
Columbia in 1930, only 0.9 per cent were foreign-born white, and 
in Moberly only 1.6 per cent.1 About 15 per cent of the population 
in Columbia and 7 per cent in Moberly was negro. In Columbia, 99.4 
per cent of the native white population and in Moberly, 99.1 per cent 
could read and write, while 88.0 per cent of the negro population 
in Columbia and 85.6 per cent in Moberly were literate.2 
Although the cities are similar in some respects, they differ in 
others. Columbia is one of the most important educational centers 
of the state. It is the site of three schools of higher education, the 
state university and two junior colleges for women, with a combined 
enrollment of almost 7,000 students. Therefore, professional families 
are an important part of the population. Although a flour mill and 
a shoe factory engage some workers, there are relatively fewer 
wage earners in Columbia than in Moberly. Moberly is much more 
industrialized than Columbia, railroad repair shops, shoe and hosiery 
factories being located there. Also a goodly number of coal mines 
are located nearby. 
Families of Wage Earners and Clerical Workers Studied 
The income and expenditures of families mainly dependent upon 
earnings of wage earners and clerical workers were selected for 
study. Wage earners included all skilled, semi-skilled, or unskilled 
manual workers employed on a wage basis in manufacturing, service 
industries, or mining. Clerical workers included office and sales 
1United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Fifteenth Census of th• United States, 1930, Population, Vol. III, p. 1355. 
•Ibid. · 
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personnel engaged in more or less routine work. This group included 
insurance and real estate agents, bookkeepers, mail carriers, tele-
phone operators, sales persons, clerks, and others. 
Families dependent upon these two occupations make up the 
majority of all families in the nation today. According to the 
estimates of the National Resources Committee, 52.4 per cent of all 
non-relief families in the United S'tates in 1935-1936 were dependent 
upon wage earners and clerical workers.3 It was estimated that in 
small cities with a population of from 2,500 to 25,000, families of 
wage earners constituted 56.4 per cent and those of clerical workers, 
16.1 per cent of all non-relief families.4 In the Consumer Purchases 
Study, 69 per cent of the 3,719 non-relief families studied in seven 
cities with populations from 9,000 to 15,000 in the North Central and 
Middle Atlantic Region' were dependent upon these occupations.5 
The incomes received by the majority of wage earners and clerical 
workers are also characteristic of many families. In 19:35-36 when 
the National Resources Committee estimated that over two-thirds 
of all families had incomes below $1500, the median income of wage 
earners not on relief was estimated to be $1175 and that of clerical 
workers, $1710.6 
Families of wage earners and clerical workers are mainly de-
pendent upon money income derived from family earnings. Not only 
are these earnings likely to be small but they are affected greatly by 
economic and physical risks. Careful study and planning of ex-
penditures are necessary if incomes are to provide adequately for 
family needs. 
Data Secured From Consumer Purchases Study7 
The data from families of 279 wage earners and 157 clerical 
workers were obtained from copies of schedules secured from families 
selected at random in Moberly in the spring of 1936 and in Columbia 
in the fall of 1936 by the United States Bureau of Home Economics 
for the Consumer Purchases Study. One hundred and :fifteen of the 
wage-earning group lived in Columbia and 164 in Moberly. Of the 
clerical families, 105 lived in Columbia and 52 in Moberly making a 
total of 220 Columbia and 217 Moberly families. 8 
The data for this study were taken from family schedules giving 
information on family size and composition, housing, and amount and 
•Consumer Incomes in the United States, Washinton, D. C., 1939, p. 26. 
• Ibid., p. 104. 
'Family Income and Ex:Pcnditt<rcs, Middle Atlantic· and North Central Region, Part I, Miscellaneous Publication No. 370, United States Department of Agriculture, 1940, p. 63. •op. cit., PP· 6, 26. 
"Detailed information concerning methodology of the Consumer Purchases Study and copie• of sch,edules used are given in the publication Fa1>1ily Income and B..-penditures, Middle Atlantic and North Central Region, Part I, Miscellaneous Publication No. 370, United States Department of Agriculture, 1940. pp. 395-418. 
•The .Propo~ion _of families of .clerical workers in relation to those of wage earners was som.e-what htgher m thts study than m the Consumer Purchases Study since it was 36 per cent m the former and 23 per cent in the latter study. 
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source of income during a one-year period and from expenditure 
schedules listing commodities and services purchased by the family 
and changes in assets and liabilities during the same year. These 
schedules were filled out by disinterested persons in private inter-
views with the families. 
The study as limited in the Consumer Purchases Study included 
only native white, unbroken families having both husband and wife 
married at least one year and maintaining an independent household 
for at least nine months of the year for which data were secured. 
Families receiving any relief, those who had resided in the speci:flc 
city less than nine months, those having the equivalent of more than 
one roomer or boarder for the year, and those having more than 26 
guest weeks were excluded. 
F AlVIIL Y INC01VIES9 
Size of Incomes 
The total net incomes received by the families studied, including 
total net money income and value of goods received without direct 
money payment, ranged from $330 to $4769. Small incomes were 
much more frequent than large ones. Twenty-eight per cent of the 
families had incomes less than $1000, 52 per cent had less than 
$1500, and 71 per cent less than $2000. Fourteen per cent received 
$2500 or over and only 3 per cent had $3500 or over. The average 
income of all families was $1600.10 (Table 1, Fig. 1). The income 
TABLE I.-DISTRIBUTION AND AVERAGE INCOME OF FAMILIES BY LOCATION 
AND OCCUPATION. 
Income All Location Occupation 
Level Families Columbia Moberly Clerical Wage-Earning 
Per Average Per Average Per Average Per Average Per Average 
cent Income cent Income cent Income cent Income cent Income 
Under $1000 28.4 $ 752 25.0 $ 730 31.9 $ 770 14.6 $ 859 36.2 $ 728 
$1 000-$1499 23.9 1230 25.0 1248 22.7 1209 26.8 1253 22.2 1214 
1500- 1999 18.8 1743 20.9 1739 16.7 1747 19.1 1769 18.6 1728 
2000- 2499 14.4 2197 13.6 2192 15.3 2201 19.8 2211 11.5 2183 
2500- 2999 6.0 2639 7.3 2614 4.6 2679 7.0 2587 5.4 2676 
3000- 3499 5. 5 3188 5.9 3158 5.1 3222 10.2 3151 2.9 3260 
3500 and . Over 3.0 3845 2.3 3806 3.7 3870 2.5 3839 3.2 3848 
All Families 100.0 $1601 100.0 $1623 100.0 $1579 100.0 $1836 100.0 $1469 
Median Jncome $1452 $1500 $1398 $1725 $1310 
per capita was $466 which was approximately the same as $463 
estimated for all non-relief families in the United States in 1935-
•Considerable detailed information concerning size and sources of incomes of families in 
Moberly and Columbia which agree essentially with that secured from families· in this study 
are presented in detail in the Consumer Purchases Study. See United States Department of 
Agriculture, Family Income a><d Expenditures, Middle Atlantic and North Central Re(!iOn, 
Part I, Family Income, Miscellaneous Publication, -No. 370, 1940, pp. 5-90 • 
• 10Unless specified as the median, the averages 'in this discussion refer to the arithmetic mean. 
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1936.11 The median income was $1452, thus one-half of the families had more and one-half had less than this amount.12 
jt000-1499 
1500-1999 
2000-2499 
2?00-2999 
}000-~4-99 
:J500 ANO 
OVeR 
o 10 20 'o 40 o 10 :zo ~ 40 o 10 .zo ;o 
PeR CeNT OF FAMILieS 
Fig. !.-Distribution of families according to income level. 
Sources of Income 
About 95 per cent of the total income available for family living was money income, which included net occupational earnings of 
all family members, money from boarders and roomers and from other miscellaneous sourcesY 'l'his money income was mainly de-
rived from family earnings since 92 per cent of the total income of all families was from this source. Moreover, all of the families studied had money income for earnings. ('l'able 2.) 
About 20 per cent of the families studied had money income from sources other than earnings. However, this income amounted to only $38 per family or 2.4 per cent of the average total income. About 
one-third of this income from which money losses were deducted was 
11National Resources Committee, Op. cit., p. 21. 
' 2The median was computed in accordance with the following formula: 
in which 
M = the median. 
( ~-k]c 
M=L+----
F 
L =the lowest value in the median group--the group in which the median or middle item falls. 
· N =the whole number of items. k =the number of items in the groups preceding the median group. c =the group interval. 
f =the number of items in the median group. 
"Net occupational earnings included the total amount received from wages, salaries, or busi· ness earnings after deduction of expenses incurred incident to earning the income. Business expense was deducted from business earnings. Also all occupational expenses including expense far the purchase and operation of cars used in occupation, union and. professional dues, equip· ment, technical journals, and the like were deducted. Expense far boarders' food was deducted from grass income from boarders and roomers. 
TABLE 2.-AMOUNT AND PROPORTION .OF INCOME FROM V ARlO US SOURCES ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, 
AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. . 
Bases of 
Classification 
Location 
Columbia 
.Moberly 
Families 
No. Per cent 
220 50.5 
216 49.5 
Average 
Income 
$1623 
1579 
Total 
Amouri-t Per cent 
$1514 93.5 
1505 95.3 
Money Income 
From 
Earnings 
Amount Per cent 
$1457 90.0 
1486 84.1 
Other Than Non-Money 
Earnings Income 
Amount Per cent Amount Per cent 
$ 57 
19 
3.5 
1.2 
$106 
74 
6.5 
4.7 
Occupation 
.Clerical . . • .. . .. . . • . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . 157 36.0 1836 1717 93.5 1665 90.7 52 2.8 119 6.5 
Wage-earning . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 279 64.0 1469 1393 95.0 1362 92.9 31 2.1 74 5.0 
Income level 
Under $1000 .... .... ........... .. 
$1000· 1499 ............... .. ... .. 
1500· 1999 ..................... . 
2000· 2499 ... . .. . ....... ' ..... ' . 
2500· 2999 ' . .. • . ... .... ' ... ' ... . 
3000- 3499 ... . ... ,·, ............ . 
3500 and over ......... , , .. ..... . 
All Families . ........ .. . ..... . .... .. . 
( *) Median income, .$1452. 
124 28.4 
104 23.9 
82 18.8 
63 14.4 
26 6.0 
24 5.5 
13 3.0 
436 100.0 
752 
1230 
1743 
2197 
2639 
3188 
3845 
$1601 ( *) 
701 93.1 684 90.0 
1171 95.2 1152 93.7 
1635 93.8 1584 90.9 
2072 94.3 2048 93.2 
2498 94.7 2463 93.4 
3043 95.5 2913 91.4 
3621 94.2 3399 88.4 
$1510 94.4 $1472 92.0 
17 
19 
51 
24 
35 
130 
222 
$ 38 
2.2 
1.5 
2.9 
1.1 
1.3 
4.1 
5.8 
2.4 
51 
59 
108 
125 
141 
145 
224 
$ 90 
6.9 
4.8 
6.2 
5.7 
5.3 
4.5 
5.8 
5.6 
00 
~ 
00 
00 
0 
c: 
~ 
P> (i) 
~ 
0 
c: 
t" 
d 
~ 
tr:l 
X 
''1:1 
~ 
~ 
1:<1 
z 
8 
l/2 
8 
> 8 
0 
z 
ALL 
FAMILIES 
COLUMBIA 
MOBERLY 
CUR/CAL 
WAO'c 
EARN I NO' 
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50 ?5 60 65 70 
PER CENT Or TOTAL NeT INCOME. 
-
eARNIN!)S OF HUSBANDS= fARNINOS OF OTHeR ~NON. MONeY INCOMe 
=I'AM!LY MeMBeRS -FROM HOUS/N£7 ~ EARN!N&S OF WIVES -MONEY INCOMe OTHeR [;);;;~ ;\;!NON. MONEY INCOMe THAN EARNIN!75 OTHeR THAN !"ROM 
HOUSIN& 
Fig. 2.-Sources of total net income. 
rent from property, over one-fifth was from pensions, and one-sixth 
was from profits of business enterprises. Other less important 
sources were interest and dividends, annuities and benefits, gifts in cash from persons not members of the economic family, and mis-
cellaneous cash such as rewards, prizes, and gambling gains. (Table 24, Fig. 2). 
The most important source of non-money income or goods received 
without direct money payment which averaged $90 per family 
was net rental value of owned homes.14 Seventy-six per cent of the 
non-money income or $68 per family was from this source. Only 4.5 per cent was rent received as a gift or as pay. Fuel and ice re-
ceived without direct use of money amounted to 1 per cent and gifts of clothing 4 per cent. (Tables 3, 4.) 
Home produced food made up 5.5 per cent of the non-money in-
come. 'l'his amounted to only 0.3 per cent of the average total income. .Although a majority of the families probably had oppor-
tunity to produce some food at home since 87 per cent lived in single-family detached dwellings, only one-fifth of the families had any home-produced food. The average value of the food produced by 
these families was $23. However, when the average value of home-produced food was based on all families, it amounted to only $5 per family. Food received as gift or pay averaged $8 per family. (Table 4). 
"The net rental value of owned homes was determined by deducting amounts paid during the year for interest on mortgage, taxes, repairs and replacements, and insurance from the rental value comparable to that paid on similar rented homes in the neighborhood. 
TABLE 3.-AVERAGE NON-MONEY INCOME AND NUMBER OF FAMILIES HAVING SUCH INCOME AcCORDING TO LOCATION, 
OcCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Occupation 
Number 
of 
Families 
220 
216 
Clerical • • • • . . • . • • . . • . . • • 157 
Wage-earning ..••..••. , . . 279 
Income Level 
Under $1000 , .. .. .. .. .. . 124 
$1000- 1499 • .. .. .. • .. .. • 104 
1500- 1999 • • .. . • • • .. • .. 82 
2000- 2499 • . . • . . • .. • .. • 63 
2500- 2999 .. . • • • .. . . . . • 26 
3000- 3499 . . .. • • • .. • .. • 24 
3500 and Over . . . .. . .. .. 13 
Family Size and Composition (1) 
Family Type I .. .. . • .. .. 105 
" " II . . . •. . . . . . 88 
" III . . . . . • • . . . 63 
" IV' .......... 109 
.. V' • . . . • • . • • • 55 
" VI . ......... 14 
All Families 436 
... 
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43 
18 
16 
11 
5 
3 
28 
19 
16 
22 
8 
2 
96 
.::: 
(3,., 
rgp'! 
Dk 
1-«o 
49 
31 
28 
52 
22 
12 
12 
17 
6 
9 
2 
20 
17 
13 
13 
!5 
2 
80 
roE'"g 
<lou 
~:r:.g 
.,.,o 
""k f.«Hil-< 
16 
6 
9 
13 
6 
6 
4 
3 
3 
8 
5 
2 
6 
1 
22 
bO 
" :§!! 
0«-< 
ut5 
48 
16 
25 
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31 
14 
8 
6 
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2 
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9 
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2 
64 
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TABLE 4.-PROPORTION OF NON-MONEY INCOME FROM VARIOUS SOURCES AND PROPORTION OF FAMILIES HAVING INCOME 
ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OcCUPATION, AND INCOME LEVEL. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Occupation ......................... . 
3 
::> 
f.; 
Per 
cent 
100.0 
100.0 
Clerical . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . 1 00.0 
\\'age-earning .................... 100.0 
Income Level 
Under $1000 ............... ... ... 100.0 $1000-$1499 ..................... 100.0 
1500· 1999 ..................... 100.0 
2000· 2499 .... ...... ...... ... .. 100.0 
2500· 2999 •...............•.... 100.0 
3000· 3499 ..................... 100.0 
3500 and Over .................. 100.0 
All Families ......................... 100.0 
Average Value Per Family . • . . . . . . . . . $90 
Proportion of .N on-1\Ioney Income 
" E 
3 :il 
5 "0 
~ ~ :.J 
,.: 
~- > Z>O 
Per 
cent 
78.6 
71.5 
83.6 
68.6 
51.6 
76.2 
66.5 
89.5 
77.4 
91.3 
98.8 
75.8 
$68 
~ 
.... 6, 
~" <:P-o 
" ... ::>:;0 
Per 
cent 
4.7 
4.3 
1.4 
7.4 
9.9 
4.7 
5.6 
9.9 
4.5 
$4 
" E., 
c., 
::t4g 
ge 
~"' 
Per 
cent 
3.0 
9.2 
3.3 
7.5 
13.8 
5.1 
6.8 
2.9 
2.6 
1.2 
5.5 
$5 
.... 
6, 
-" 0~
c,.. ~0 
Per 
cent 
7.8 
11.1 
7.4 
10.7 
11.6 
4.7 
17.7 
5.6 
7.9 
6.6 
1.2 
9.2 
$8 
]E] 
~0::; 
_::r:., 
~~~ 
Per 
cent 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 
1.1 
2.1 
2.3 
0.4 
0.5 
1.3 
1.0 
$1 
"" .:: 
-52 
c~ 
00 
Fer 
cent 
4.9 
2.8 
3.3 
4.7 
11.0 
7.0 
3.0 
1.5 
0.9 
0.9 
4.0 
$4 
3 
_a 
r 
Per 
cent 
71.4 
67.6 
68.8 
69.9 
69.4 
61.5 
62.2 
79.4 
76.9 
87.5 
84.6 
69.5 
Proportion of Families Having Income 
;:! 
" - 0 E ~ 
E -::: 
I'Y' v u 
,....;::s;::: 
~~6 
Per 
cent 
40.9 
44.9 
45.9 
41.2 
26.6 
37.5 
41.5 
65.1 
57.7 
62.5 
76.9 
42.9 
.... 
(3>. 
.....,.;.: 
=~ ~~ 
Per 
cent 
1.8 
3.3 
1.3 
3.2 
5.6 
1.9 
1.2 
3.8 
2.j 
E., 
o., 
~g 
""" oo 0 ... 
~0.. 
P er 
cent 
14.5 
29.6 
10.8 
28.3 
34. 
17. 
19. 
17. 
19. 
u. 
22.0 
~ 
G, 
""" o H o,.. 
!>..o 
P er 
cent 
22.3 
14.4 
17.8 
18.6 
17.7 
11.5 
14.6 
27.0 
23.1 
37. 5 
15.4 
18.3 
v--o 
""" " :::;so ~- :::1 
-"'""" ~ ~~e ~>.;....,~ 
Per 
cent 
7.3 
2.8 
5.7 
4.7 
4.8 
5.8 
4.9 
4.8 
11.5 
5.0 
~ 
:§~ 
c ... 
00 
Per 
cent 
17.3 
7.4 
15.9 
10,4 
25. 
13. 
9. 
9. 
11. 
8. 
14.7 
l:O 
t9 
rn 
t9 
:> 
pj 
0 
H 
H 
to q 
§: 
~ 
>-3 
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00 
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TABLE 5.-DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES AccORDING TO NUMBER OF EARNERS AND PRINCIPAL EARNERS 
BY LOCATION, 
OCCUPATION, AND INCOME LEVEL. 
Bases of 
Classification 
All Families 
No. Per cent 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Occupation 
220 
216 
Clerical • . . • . . • • . • . . • • • 157 
Wage-Earning . • • • . • • . • 279 
Income Level 
Under $1000 . • • • • • • • • . 124 
$1000· 1499 • • . • . • . • . . • 104 
1500· 1999 ... .. .. .. .. 82 
2000· 2499 • .. .. .. .. .. 63 
2500- 2999 .. .. .. .. .. • 26 
3000· 3499 .. .. .. .. .. . 24 
3500 and Over • .. • .. • 13 
All Families ............. . 
No. of Families • • . • . • • . . • • • 436 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
One 
Per cent 
62.3 
64.8 
60.5 
65.2 
72.6 
57.7 
62.2 
60.3 
50.0 
62.5 
76.9 
63.6 
277 
Two 
Per cent 
30.9 
31.5 
31.9 
30.8 
26.6 
34.6 
32.9 
31.7 
38.5 
29.2 
23.1 
31.2 
136 
Number of Earners 
Three Four 
Per cent 
6.4 
3.2 
7.0 
3.6 
.8 
6.7 
3.7 
8.0 
11.5 
8.3 
4.8 
21 
Per cent 
:s 
.4 
1.2 
.2 
1 
Five 
Per cent 
.4 
.6 
t'.iJ 
.2 
Families in Which 
Principal Earner \Vas: 
Husband Wife Other Earners 
Per cent 
91.9 
90.7 
87.9 
93.2 
86.3 
93.3 
91.5 
90.5 
100.0 
95.8 
100.0 
91.3 
398 
Per cent 
3.6 
3.7 
4.5 
3.2 
6.4 
3.8 
2.4 
3.2 
3.7 
16 
Per cent 
4.5 
5.6 . 
7.6 
3.6 
7.3 
2.9 
6.1 
6.3 
4.2 
5.0 
22 
1-' 
1>:) 
~ 
rn 
rn 
0 
~ 
t 
~ 
0 
~ 
.., 
d 
~ 
t?;j 
~ 
1;0 
~ 
1':1 
z 
.., 
w 
~ 
.., 
H 
0 
z 
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Contributors to Money Income 
Families with only one earner or contributor to the money income 
were most common. About 64 per cent of all the families had one 
earner, 31 per cent had two earners, and only 5 per cent had three or 
more earners. ('!'able 5). 
Husbands as Contributors.-Husbands were the most important 
contributors to the family income in the families studied. They con-
tributed to the money income in 96 per cent of the families.l" Their 
earnings made up 86.6 per cent of the total earnings. They were 
the only earners in 61 per cent of the families . 'fhey were also the 
principle earners but not the only earner in 30 per cent of the 
families, that is, they contributed the largest proportion of the in-
comes in those families (Table 5, Fig. 2). 
The formal education of husband had a definite relationship to 
size of income of the families studied, the size of incomes of families 
increasing considerably as number of years in which husbands were 
in school increased. 'fhe median income of the families in which 
the husbands had an eighth grade education or less was only $1141. 
That of families in which the husbands had completed at least one 
year of graduate work beyond college was almost three times as high 
or $3250. Between these two extremes, the families with husbands 
having some college education lwd a higher median income ($1824) 
than those with husbands having part or all of a high school educa-
tion ($1628). (Table 6, Fig. 3). 
YEARS OF 
EDUCATION 
AC71: IN Y~ARS t 
.2.0-.29 6 AND LESS 
?0-?9 7-8 
40-49 9-12. 
?0-59 13-16 
60 AND 17 AND OVER OVE.R 
Fig. 3.-Median incomes of families according to age and years of formal education of 
.husband. 
"Ten of the 17 families in which the husband did not contribute to money income received incomes under $1000. Only two of the husbands not contributing money were under 46 years of age. 
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Only 18 per cent of the families in which the husband had an 
eighth grade education or less had incomes of $2000 and over. 
Thirty-four per cent of the families in which husband had finished 
high school and 40 per cent of those in which husband had had 
some work beyond high school had incomes of $2000 and over. (Table 
6). 
TABLE 6.-DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES ACCORDING TO YEARS OF EDUCATION OF HUSBANDS 
BY INCOME LEVEL. 
Educat ion of Husband 
Income Number 8 or less yrs. 9 - 12 yrs. 13 - 16 yrs. 17 or more yrs. 
Level of Per Per J>er Per Average 
Families No. cent No. cent No. cent N o. cent (years) 
Under $1000 121 78 42.6 36 20.0 7 11.7 
$1000-$1499 104 48 26.2 44 24.4 12 20.0 
1500- 1999 80 24 13.1 39 21.6 17 28.3 
2000- 2499 61 21 11.5 28 15.6 11 18.3 1 20.0 
2500- 2999 25 8 4.4 14 7.8 3 5.0 
3000- 3499 24 2 1.1 12 6.7 7 11.7 3 60.0 
3500 and Over 13 2 1.1 7 3.9 3 5.0 1 20.0 
All Families 428* 183 100.0 180 100.0 60 100.0 100.0 
Proportion 
of F amilies 100 42.8 42.0 14.0 1.2 
Median Income $11 41 $1628 $1824 $3250 
*The education of the husband was not reported by 8 families. 
All of the families in which the husband had finished at least one 
year of graduate work beyond a bachelor 's degree had incomes of 
$2000 and over, and four of the five families received $3000 or over. 
(Table 6). 
When families were classified according to size of income, it was 
found that on the average husband in families with higher incomes 
had more education than those in families with lower incomes. In 
families with incomes under $1000, the husbands on an average 
had finished grade school but had had very little high school work. 
The husbands in families with incomes between $1000 and $3000 
had completed an average of two years of high school education. 
In those with incomes $3000 and over, husbands had on the average 
finished high school. (Table 6) . 
Wives as Contributors.-Although wives contributed to the money 
income in 27 per cent of the families, their contributions amounted 
to only 7 per cent of the total net income. Wives were the only 
earners in only 6 of the 436 families studied. They were the principal 
but not the only earners in only 4 per cent of the families compared 
with husbands in 30 per cent. (Table 5, Fig. 2 ) . 
Almost two-thirds of the wives who contributed to the money 
income were gainfully employed, that is, they were employed 52 
days or more during the year . One-half of the gainfully employed 
8.6 
10.1 
10.6 
10.3 
10.3 
12.7 
12.1 
10.0 
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wives were engaged as industrial workers, one-third were clerical 
workers, and about one-tenth were independent business women. 
Although not gainfully employed, wives contributed some earnings 
to the money income in one-tenth of the families. For the most part 
these earnings were derived from keeping roomers and boarders. 
They were always supplementary to the main source of income since 
data had not been secured from families having the equivalent of 
more than one roomer or one boarder for the year. Income from 
roomers and boarders made up about 7 per cent of the total earnings 
of all wives. 
Other Members as Contributors.-Members of the family other 
than husband and wife contributed 6.4 per cent of the total family 
earnings. Although other members were sole earners in only 4 of 
the 436 families, they were principal earners in 5 per cent and they 
contributed to the money income in 16 per cent of the families. (Table 
5, Fig. 2). 
Over three-fourths of the earners other than husband and wife 
were sons and daughters. Sons contributed to the money income 
only slightly more often than daughters. Several sons-in-law, sisters-
in-law, and grandchildren also contributed to the money income .. 
Almost one-fourth of all the earners other than husband and wife 
were under 20 years of age, but only one person under 16 contributed 
to the money income. 
Size and Sources of Incomes of Columbia and Moberly 
Families 
Incomes of the families studied in the two localities were very 
similar. The median income of the 220 Columbia families was $1500 
and that of the 216 Moberly families was $1398. One-fourth of the 
Columbia and almost one-third of the Moberly families had less than 
$1000. (Table 1, Fig. 1). 
Moberly families received 94 per cent of their income from oc-
cupational earnings and Columbia families 90 per cent. 'l'he former 
group received 1.2 per cent and the latter 3.5 per cent from money 
from other sources. Non-money income constituted 4.7 per cent of 
the income of Moberly families and 6.5 per cent of that of Columbia 
families. (Table 2, Fig. 2). 
Proportions of families having one, two, or more earners were 
about the same in the two cities. The importance of husbands as 
earners both in frequency with which they were the only and the 
principal earners and the importance of their contributions was 
about the same in the two cities. The same was true of wives who 
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contributed to the income. Other members contributed slightly more 
often in Moberly than in Columbia. (Table 5, Fig. 2). 
Incomes of Wage Earners and Clerical Workers 
Families of clerical workers had somewhat higher incomes than 
families of wage earners due to higher earnings of principal earner, 
to more earners, to more money from sources other than earnings, 
and to more non-money income, especially from owned homes. 
The median incomes of the 157 clerical families was $1725 and 
that of the 279 wage-earning families was $1310. Only 15 per cent 
of the clerical workers had incomes under $1000 compared with 36 
per cent of the wage-earning families. Twenty per cent of the 
clerical workers' families and 11.5 per cent of the wage-earners' 
families received incomes of $2500 and over. (Table 1, Fig. 1). The 
per capita income for the former was $536 and that of the latter was 
$427. 
Clerical workers' families obtained 90.7 per cent of their income 
from family occupational earnings, while the proportion in wage-
earners' families was 92.9 per cent. The clerical group obtained 2.8 
per cent and the wage-earning group, 2.1 per cent from money from 
sources other than earnings. A slightly higher proportion of clerical 
families received non-earned money income. Clerical workers' 
families received $119 or 6.5 per cent of their total income from non-
money sources and wage-earners' families $74 or 5 per cent. Net 
rental value of owned homes was a more important source of non-
money income to clerical workers than to wage earners. On the 
other hand rent as gift or pay and food home produced or secured by 
gift was more important to wage earners. (Tables 2, 3, Fig. 2) . 
Families with three or more earners were more frequent in the 
clerical workers' families than in those of wage earners. The larger 
number of earners in clerical families accounted in part for their 
higher incomes. The average difference in earnings of husbands 
alone in the two groups was $203 while the difference in total earn-
ings was $315. 
Husbands were apparently more important as contributors in the 
wage-earning than in the clerical group. They contributed a larger 
proportion of the income, they were the only earners in a larger 
proportion of families, and were more often the principal earners. 
Moreover, wives and other members of the family contributed less 
frequently in these families than in those of clerical workers. (Fig. 
2). 
Husbands in clerical workers' families had on the average about 
two years more education than did those in wage-earning families, 
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or 11.3 years as compared with 9.2 years respectively. The average 
annual earnings of the former was $1426 and that of the latter, 
$1223. (Fig. 3). 
Relation of Size of Income to Sources 
For the families studied, it appeared that as size of income in-
creased, families secured a smaller proportion of their income from 
earnings and a larger proportion from money other than earnings. 
The importance of owned homes as a source of non-money income 
increased and that of home-produced food decreased as incomes be-
came larger. Husbands were more often the principal earners and 
their earnings were more important in families at higher income 
levels than in those at the lower ones. 
Families with incomes of $3500 and over obtained a smaller 
proportion of their incomes from occupational earnings than did 
those with lower incomes. (Table 2). 'rhere was, therefore, a tend-
ency for proportion of income from non-earned money income to 
increase as size of income increased. Only 14 per cent of the families 
with incomes under $1000 received money from sources other than 
earnings in contrast to 84 per cent with incomes of $3500 and over. 
The relationship of amount of non-money income to size of income 
was not consistent. There was a tendency for the proportion of 
this income derived from net rental value of owned homes to 
increase and for the proportion from home-produced food to decrease 
as size of income increased. However, the proportion of families 
having non-money income tended to increase with size of income 
which was largely clue to the greater extent of home ownership in 
the higher income levels. Only 27 per cent of the families with 
incomes under $1000 had incomes from net rental value of owned 
homes compared with 77 per cent of the families with incomes of 
$3500 and over. The proportion of families having home-produced 
food was, however, greater in the lower income levels than in the 
higher ones. (Table 4) . 
.As might be expected, husbands assumed the entire support of 
their families more often at the higher income levels than at the 
lower· ones. The proportion of families with one earner did not vary 
greatly up to the $3500 level but was higher for those families with 
incomes of $3500 and over. Husbands were the only earners in 77 
per cent of the families in this group and in 67 per cent of those 
with less than $1000. The contributions of other members were also 
less important to the group with incomes of $3500 and over than to 
those with lower incomes. Husbands were the principal earners in 
98 per cent of the families with incomes of $2500 and over and in 
86 per cent of those with incomes under $1000. (Table 5). 
18 MISSOURI AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION 
SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILIES 
The economic well-being of the families of Columbia and Moberly 
wage-earners and clerical workers was not determined alone by size 
of income but was also conditioned by the number and ages of 
members dependent upon the income. 
The term farniby as used in this study r eferred to what is commonly 
called the economic family. It included persons living t ogether as 
an economic unit, having a common or pooled income and living 
under a common roof. Members of the economic family were not 
necessarily related by ties of blood or marriage, but only three 
families in this study had non-relat ed members. The household 
included in addition all persons who lived with the family but who 
did not pool their incomes with the economic family. 
The family is often thought of as a two-generation group composed 
of parents and children. Seventy-five per cent of the families in this 
study had no one else living with them either as members of the 
economic family or as members of the household. 
Economic Families 
Number of Members.-The median size of all families was 3.30 
persons and the mean, 3.43 persons. Three-member families occurred 
most frequently, accounting for 33 p er cent of all families. About 
23 per cent of all the families consisted of two members, husband 
and wife, and 26 per cent had f our members. About 11 per cent 
of the f amilies were four-member families, only 5 per cent had six 
members, and only a few had seven members. (Table 7) . It is im-
portant to note that although the proportion of families with five or 
more members was considerably smaller than that of t wo-member 
families, the former group accounted fo r 27 per cent of all p ersons 
included in the study while the two-member families accounted for 
only 14 p er cent of the persons. (Fig. 4). 
I'IVe OR MORE 
PeRSON 
FAMILieS 
Fig. 4.-Proportion of f amilies and of persons in families of differ ent sizes. 
TABLE 7.-AVERAGE NUMBER OF MEMBERS AND DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES AcCORDING TO NUMBER OF MEMBERS BY LOCATION, OCCUPATION, AND INCOME LEVEL. 
Families Having Specified Number of !\[embers Average No. Bases of All Families Two Three Four Five Six Seven of M embers Classification No. Per cent No. Per cent No. Per cent No. Per cent No. l'er cent No. Per cent No. Per cent Mean Median Location 
Columbia . . . . 220 100.0 42 19.1 88 40.0 46 20.9 28 12.7 12 5.5 4 1.8 3.51 3.27 Moberly .... . 216 100.0 60 27.7 58 26.9 68 31.5 21 9.7 9 4.2 3.36 3.33 
Occupation 
Clerical 157 100.0 31 19.8 63 40.1 38 24. 2 17 10.8 6 3.8 2 1.3 3.43 3.25 \V age-ean;i;1g · · 279 100.0 71 25.4 83 29.8 76 27. 2 32 11.5 15 5.4 2 0.7 3.44 3.33 
Income Level 
Under $1000 . . 124 100.0 34 27.4 47 37.9 24 19.4 13 10.5 5 4.0 1 0.8 3.28 3.10 $1000-$1499 104 100.0 24 23.1 40 38.5 23 22.1 12 11.5 4 3.8 1 1.0 3.38 3.20 
.. 
1500- 1999 82 100.0 21 25 .6 21 25.6 ?" 30.5 11 13.4 3 3.7 1 1.2 3.48 3.50 
.. _,
2000- 2499 63 100.0 11 17.5 18 28.6 24 38.1 5 7.9 4 6.3 1 1.6 3.62 3.60 2500- 2999 26 100.0 6 23.1 7 26.9 8 30.8 
·' 
11.5 2 7.7 .. .. 3.54 3.50 3000- 3499 24 100.0 5 20.8 9 37.5 6 25.0 4 16.7 3. 38 3.28 3500 and Ov~~ 13 100.0 1 7.7 4 30.8 4 30.8 1 7.7 3 23 .0 4.08 3.88 
All Families ...... 436 100.0 102 23.4 146 33.5 114 26. 2 49 11.2 21 4.8 4 0.9 3.43 3.30 
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Size and Composition Described by Family Type.-A classifica-
tion taking into account both the number of members an(J_ whether 
they were under 16 years, or 16 years or older was set up in the Con-
sumer Purchases Study for the purpose of studying the influence 
of these factors on income and expenditures. (Fig. 5). In this 
classification, nine family types were set up the first seven of which 
are described as follows :16 
Type I. 
Type II. 
Type III. 
Type IV. 
Type v. 
Type VI. 
Type VII. 
Husband and wife only. 
Husband, wife, and one child under 16 years. 
Husband, wife, and two children under 16 years. 
Husband, wife, one person 16 years or over, and one 
or no other persons either over or under 16 years. 
Husband, wife, one child under 16, one person 16 or 
over, and one or two persons either over or under 16 
years. 
Husband, wife, and three or four persons under 16 
years. 
Husband, wife, one child under 16 years, and 4 or 5 
other persons either over or under 16 years. 
. . . . Un . . . . u ur ---~~ .• ~.lliitrr~ 
2 3 4 5 
6 7 8 
Fig. 5.-I!lustration of the definitions of family types used in classification. (From "Family 
Income and Expenditures," Misc. Pub. 389, U. S. Department of Agriculture. Courtesy, 
United States Bureau of Home Economics.) 
The families with the least responsibility for family support 
(Types I, II, and III) constituted the majority of families, that is, 
almost three-fifths of the entire group included in this study. About 
one-fourth of the families included only husband and wife (Type I) .17 
' 6 N o families in this study fell in Types VIII and IX. 
17The difference in the proportion of families in Type I (24.1 per cent) which is the only 
two-member type and the proportion of families with two members (23.4 per cent) is explained 
by the fact that the family types were based on the number of equivalent members, that is, 
th' equivalent of 52 weeks membership in the economic family. In other words, 0.7 per cent 
of the families had one person other than husband and wife who had not been a member of 
the family long enough to count as an equivalent person and thus those families were classified 
as family Type I having only two equivalent members. 
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One-fifth of the families had only one child under 16 years of age 
(Type II ) and about one-seventh had two children under 16 (Type 
III), while only a few had three or four children under 16 (Type VI). 
(Table 8.) 
TABLE 8.-!NCOME AND EARNINGS ACCORDING TO FAMILY TYPE. 
Bases of Classification 
All 
Families 
Number of Families . • . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • . • • . . . . . • . . . . • 434 105 
Per Cent Families . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • 100.0 24.1 
Average Size . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . • . . . . . • . . . . . • . • 3.4 2.0 
Family Type* 
II III IV V 
88 63 109 
20.3 14.5 25.1 
3.0 4.0 3.5 
55 
12.7 
5.4 
VI 
14 
3.2 
5.4 
Average Income 
Median ........... .... . ..... ..............•.... 
Mean . ......... .. .... ... .. . .. ..•. • ... ••..••.• • 
Per Capita . . ...... .. . •....•. .. ..... •.•..•• . •.• 
$1452 $1343 $1365 $1589 $1538 $1659 $1300 
Per Cent of Income 
Money Income from Earnings ......•..••..•..••• 
Money Income Other Than Earnings ........•.•. 
Non-Money Income ........................ ... . 
1601 1465 1503 1659 1688 1831 1424 
460 732 501 415 482 339 264 
92.0 92.2 93.3 94.2 88.6 93.5 94.1 
2.4 1.2 1.3 1.0 5.2 2.0 2.4 
5.6 6.6 5.4 4.8 6.2 4.5 3.5 
-----------------------------------Per Cent of Non-Money Income From: 
Net Rental Value Owned Homes .. .. .. .. .. .. . . • 75.8 73.1 76.3 
Rent--Gift or as Pay .. .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. . 4.5 10.1 1.7 
Food--Home Produced . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . • . .. . 5.5 5.7 5.2 
Food--Gift or as Pay . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9.2 8.6 8.4 
Fuel and Ice--Home Produced . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 1.0 1.4 .2 
Clothing Gifto .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. . .. • .. .. . .. 4.0 1.1 8.2 
Per Cent Families Having: 
Owned Homes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • 42.9 50.5 3-6.4 
Rent--Gift or Pay .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. 2.5 4.8 2.3 
Food--Home Produced . . .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. • .. .. . .. 22.0 26.7 21.6 
Food-Gift or Pay . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 18.3 19.0 19.3 
Fuel and Ice--Home Produced . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . 5.0 7.6 5.7 
Clothing Gifts . .. .. .. . . .. . . .. .. .. . . .. .. . .. . .. • . 14.7 5.7 23.9 
Per Cent Families Having: 
73.5 83.2 
.4 5.4 
5.0 5.0 
13.7 2.8 
1.6 1.4 
5.8 2.2 
39.7 46.8 
1.6 2.8 
25.4 20.2 
20.6 11.9 
3.2 5.5 
22.2 8.3 
68.3 
3.1 
23.6 
.1 
4.9 
40.0 
14:5 
27.3 
1.8 
2.0 
81.8 
3.9 
6.5 
7.8 
One Earner . .. .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. . 63.6 71.4 77.3 81.0 41.3 41.8 92.9 
Two Earners .. .. .. . .. . .. .. . .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. . .. • 31.2 28.6 22.7 19.0 45.0 45.5 
Three Earners . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . 4.8 12.8 10.9 7.1 
Four Earners . • . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . . • .2 .9 .. . 
Five Earners . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . .2 1.8 
Total Money Earnings ............................. $1496 $1363 $145 1 $1593 $1515 $1728 $1375 
Earnings Contributed by: 
Husband . ..... ... ... ...... . ....... .... . . .. . ... $1296 
Wife . . . . . . . . . • . . •. . • . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . • . •• •• 104 
$1220 $1367 $1535 $1092 $1451 $1366 
143 84 58 140 77 2 
Other Earners . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . • . 96 84 283 200 7 
--------------------· Per Cent Earnings Contributed by: 
Husband . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . • 86.6 89.5 94.2 96.3 72.1 84.0 99.4 
Wife . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • 7.0 10.5 5.8 3.7 9.2 4.4 0.1 
Other Earners . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . 6.4 18.7 11.6 0.5 
-------------------------------------------------*Exclusive of two families of Type VII. 
There were persons 16 years of age or over, other than husband 
and wife, in over one-third of the families (Types IV and V). Of 
these families with persons 16 years or over, two-thirds had one or 
two persons over 16 years (Type IV), while one-third had from one 
to three over 16 and also one under 16 (Type V). Only two families 
had seven or eight members (Type VII)/8 (Taple 8). 
' 8Since there were so few families of Type VIr, they were omitted froltl tbe discussion in 
this study. · 
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Sons and Daughters.-Sons and daughters who were members of 
the economic family constituted 86 per cent of the members other 
than husband and wife, or an average of 1.24 per family. However, 
almost 30 per cent of the families had no sons or daughters sharing 
the family income. (Table 9) . 
TABLE 9.-DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF SONS AND/OR 
DAUGHTERS BY LOCATION AND OCCUPATION. 
All Location Occupat ion 
Number of Sons Families Columbia Moberly Clerical Wage-Earning 
and/or Per Per Per Per Per 
Daughters No. cent No. cent No. cent No. cent No. cent 
None . ..... .... 126 28.7 54 24.5 72 33.3 42 26.7 84 30.1 
One . ...... .... 150 34.5 82 37.3 68 31.5 62 39.5 88 31.5 
Two ........ ... 108 24.8 so 22.7 58 26.8 35 22.3 73 26.2 
Three ......... 38 8.8 24 10.9 14 6.5 14 8.9 24 8.6 
Four ... ....... 10 2.3 6 2.8 4 1.9 2 1.3 8 2.9 
Five 
··········· 
4 .9 4 1.8 2 1.3 2 .7 
All Families ... 436 100.0 220 100.0 216 100.0 157 100.0 279 100.0 
Av. No. in All 
Families ...... 1.24 1.36 1.12 1.22 1.25 
The majority of the sons and daughters in the economic family 
were entirely dependent upon the family for support, since only 12 
per cent of the sons and daughters in all families contributed to the 
money incomeY Only one under 16 years of age made a money con-
tribution to the family income, but about 40 per cent of those 16 
years and over were contributors to the money income. 
Other Members of the Economic Family.-One family out of about 
every seven had persons other than husband and wife and sons and 
daughters making up the economic family. These other members 
included fathers, mothers, fathers- and mothers-in-law, sons- and 
daughters-in-law, sisters, brothers, grandchildren, nieces, nephews, 
and in three families, unrelated persons. These members were ap-
parently an added economic burden on the family since less than one-
fourth of them contributed to the family income. 
Ages of Family Members.-Husbands of the families studied were 
somewhat older than their wives. The median age of husbands was 
43.3 years and that· of wives was 38.7. Over one-third of the hus-
bands were 50 years of age and over and could, therefore, in all 
probability, anticipate a decline in economic responsibilities for their 
f amilies. For these families, there would be less probability of an 
increase in the size of the family and the length of time o£ parental 
responsibility for children then in the economic family would be 
shorter.20 (Table 10, Fig. 3). 
"Sons and daughters living at home and paying board and room but not pooling their 
incomes were not considered members of the economic family. They were classified as members 
of the household. 
••See p. 14 for discussion of relation of age of husband to size of income. 
TABLE 10.-AGES OF HusBAND AND WIFE ACCORDING TO LoCATION, OCCUPATION, AND INCOME LEVEL. 
Under 20·29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60 Years Median Bases of All Ages 20 Years Years Years Years Years or Over Age--Classification No. Per cent No. Per cent No. Per cent N o. .Per cent No. P er cent No. Per cent No. Per cent Years 
All Families 
Husband ..... .... ... . 436 100.0 60 13.8 125 28.7 100 22.9 85 19.5 66 15.1 43.3 Wile . .... .. . . ... . . .. 434* 100.0 4 0.9 95 21.9 135 31.1 89 20.5 72 16.6 39 9.0 38.7 
·Columbia 
~ Husband ..... .. ..... . 220 100.0 30 13.7 74 33.6 46 20.9 42 19.1 28 12.7 41.3 Wife 
·· ········· ······ 
218* 100.0 2 0.9 58 26.6 69 31.7 38 17.4 35 16.1 16 7.3 37.1 Ul 
trJ Moberly > i?j Husband . .. . . . . . ... .. 216 100.0 30 13.9 51 23.6 54 25.0 43 19.9 38 17.6 45.0 a Wife ... ....... ...... . 216 100.0 2 0.9 37 17.1 66 30.6 51 23.6 37 17.1 23 10.7 40.6 J:Q 
Clerical t;j Husband ...... ....... !57 100.0 .. .. 19 12.1 46 29.3 37 23.6 32 20.4 23 14.6 43 .6 c:: Wile ......... ........ 156· 100.0 .. .. 33 2 1.2 so 32.1 27 17.3 28 17.9 18 11.5 39.0 t< t< \Vage-Earning trJ 
8 Husband 279 100.0 41 14.7 79 28.3 63 22.6 53 19.0 43 15.4 43.1 ..... Wife .... : : : :: :: :: : : : : 278* 100.0 4 1.4 62 22.3 85 30.6 62 22.3 44 15 .8 21 7.6 38.6 z 
~ All Husbands 
1-' Under $1000 . .. . ...... 124 100.0 .. .. 23 18.6 36 29.0 19 15.3 16 12.9 30 24 .2 41.6 00 $1000- 1499 ... ... .... 104 100.0 .. . . 24 23.1 30 28.8 19 18.3 20 19.2 11 10.6 39.3 1500- 1999 ... ...... . 82 100.0 .. .. 12 14.7 28 34.1 22 26.8 12 14.6 8 9.8 40.5 2000- 2499 ......... . 63 100.0 .. .. 1 1.6 17 27.0 23 36.5 16 25 .4 6 9.5 45.9 2500- 2999 .. ...... .. 26 100.0 .. .. .. .. 8 30.8 9 34.6 4 15.4 5 19.2 45.9 3000- 3499 24 100.0 .. .. .. .. 6 25 .0 5 20.8 10 41.7 3 12.5 51.0 3500 & Over · ::: : : : :: : 13 100.0 .. .. .. .. . .. 3 23.1 8 61.5 2 15.4 54.4 
Median Income .. .... . . .. . . $1452 .... . $1146 $1442 $1773 $1792 $1114 
*Ages Of two wives were not given. 
!'.:) 
~ 
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Somewhat over one-fourth of the wives were 50 years of age or 
older and were probably beyond the child-bearing age. Forty-five 
per cent of the wives were 40 years of age or over, while 22 per cent 
were under 30 years. 
The majority of the family members other than husband and wife 
were younger children. Slightly less than two-thirds of these other 
persons were under 16 years of age. (Table 11) . 
TABLE 11.-FAMILY MEMBERS OTHER THAN HUSBAND AND WIFE UNDER 16 YEARS OF 
AGE AND 16 AND OVER ACCORDING TO LOCATION AND OCCUPATION . 
All Ages Under 16 Years 16 Y ears and Over 
N o. Av. A v. Per cent Av. Per cent Bases of of 
Classification Families No. 
per 
Family No. 
per of 
F a mily Total No. 
per of 
F amily Total 
Location 
Columbia . . . . . . . . . . • . . 220 332 
293 
1.51 
1.36 
221 
171 
1.00 66.6 Ill .51 33.4 Moberly . . . . . . . . . . . . . 216 
.79 58.4 122 .57 41.6 
Occupation 
Clerical .. .. .. . .. .. • .. 157 224 
401 
1.43 
1.44 
135 
257 
.86 60.3 89 .5 7 39.7 Wage-Earning . . . . . . . . 279 
.92 64.1 144 .52 35.9 
All Families . .. .. .. .. . .. . 436 625 1.43 392 .90 62.7 283 .53 37.3 
Households 
The household consisted of all persons who lived in the home dur-
ing the year. In addition to the economic family, this included 
roomers and boarders and household help living in the home one 
week or longer. Tourists and guests in the home overnight or longer 
were also included. Persons in the household who were not members 
of the economic family did not pool their incomes with the economic 
family, neither were they dependent upon the family income. Their 
presence, however, added somewhat to family responsibilit ies, 
especially in those families having guests. 
Less than one-third of the families had the added responsibilities 
of other members in the household. Over-night guests were present 
in the home in a larger proportion of the families than were roomers 
and boarders or household help living in the home for one week 
or longer. Only three families had tourists in the home. (Table 12). 
TABLE 12.-MEMBERS OF HOUSEHOLDS OTHER THAN ECONOMIC FAMILY ACCORDING TO 
LOCATION AND OcCUPATION. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Location 
Columbia ...... .. .. . 
Moberly •...... .. ... 
Occupation 
Clerical ... . .•....... 
Wage-Earning ... . .. . 
All Families ........... . 
Proportion of Families H aving 
Families Having Guests Roomers and Boarders House· 
Av. Sons Roomers Boarders hold Help 
Per Guest and With Without Without L iving in 
No. cent Weeks Daughters Board Board Room Tourists Home 
59 
62 
38 
83 
121 
2 6.8 
28.7 
24.2 
29.7 
27.8 
4.5 
4.7 
4.0 
4.9 
4.6 
.9 
.9 
.6 
1.1 
.9 
4.1 
2.8 
1.9 
4.3 
3.4 
6.8 
1.4 
7.6 
2.2 
4.1 
:.s 
.4 
.2 
.s 
. 9 
1.9 
.7 
6.8 
2.8 
7.0 
3.6 
4.8 
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Only slightly over one-fourth of the families had guests who re-
mained in the home overnight or longer. 21 No doubt many of the 
guests stayed only overnight or a short time while others, especially 
relatives, were in the home longer periods of time. The families 
having guests averaged a total of 4.6 guest-weeks per family. How-
ever, three-fourths of these families had four or less guest-weeks. 
Seven families had thirteen guest-weeks. ('l'able 12). 
Roomers and boarders were present in about nine per cent of the 
families. Only four families had sons and daughters living at horne 
who were paying for their room and board. :B'amilies having roomers 
with board were about as common as those having roomers without 
board. Household help lived in the home in about five per cent of the 
families. (Table 12). 
Size and Composition of Columbia and Moberly Families 
Columbia families seemed to have bad somewhat greater family 
responsibilities than did Moberly families. 'l'his was indicated by the 
fact that as compared with the Moberly group, Columbia families 
included a larger proportion of large famili es, a larger propor·tion of 
members under 1G years who co'uld or did not assume any responsi-
bility for their own support, aud a larger proportion of persons in 
the household other tltan the economic family. 
Although the median size of Columbia families, ~3.27 persons, was 
slightly smaller than that of Moberly families, :3,;~8, the arithmetic 
mean was larger being 3.51 and 3.:36 respectively. 22 Columbia families 
had a higher proportion of 3, 5, G, and 7 member families than did 
the Moberly group wl1ile the latter had a larg·er relative number of 
2 and 4 member families. A higher proportion of Columbia families 
fell in Types II, V, VI, and VII than did Moberly families . ('!'able 7). 
Columbia families had an average of 1.86 sons and daughters liv-
ing as members of the economic family whereas Moberly families 
had an average of 1.12. About 75 per cent of the Columbia group 
and 66 per cent of the Moberly group had sons or daughters de-
pendent upon them (Table 9). Over 66 per cent of the members of 
Columbia families and 58.4 per cent of the members of Moberly 
families other than husband and wife were under 16 years. The 
"'Persons who lived with the family one or more nights but who made no payments for rent or food were classed as guests. The total number of nights all guests were present in the home was divided by seven to ohtain the number of guest-weeks. A guest in the household for 27 weeks or longer was classed as a member of the economic family if data concerning his income and expense during the year could be obtained, otherwise the family was not included in the study. Families having a total of more than 26 guest-weeks were also eliminated. 22The mean sizes of all Columbia and Moberly families included in the Consumer Purchases Study were almost identical with the sizes of families in this study being 3.57 and 3.33 respectively. The distribution of families by family type in the different occupations in Columbia and Moberly did not on the whole differ widely from the distribution found in the Consumer Purchases Study. The present study included fewer families of Types I, VI, and VII, more families of Types II and V, and approximately the same proportion of Type IV families. The Columbia group contained a larger proportion and Moberly a smaller proportion of Type II families than did the Consumer Purchases Study. 
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average number of persons under 16 years per family was 1.00 in 
Columbia and .9 in Moberly families. The average number of persons 
other than husband and wife who were 16 years and over was .57 in 
Moberly and .51 in Columbia. (Table 11) . 
Not only were Columbia families apparently somewhat larger than 
the Moberly families but husbands and wives were on the whole 
several years younger, since the median ages of husbands were 41.3 
in Columbia and 45 in Moberly while the median ages of wives were 
37.1 and 40.6 respectively. Thus, Columbia families could anticipate 
a longer future span of parental responsibility and also increasing 
responsibility as children became older and a greater possibility of 
an increase in size of family. (Table 10) . 
.Although Columbia families received during the year an average 
of $41 more income that Moberly families, it seems doubtful that 
this amount offset the somewhat greater responsibilities. The per 
capita income of the Moberly group was $470 and that of the Colum-
bia group, $462. 
Size and Composition of Families of Wage Earners and Clerical 
Workers 
The burden on the incomes of clerical and wage-earning families 
as indicated by their family responsibilities was apparently some-
what similar. The wage-earning families probably had slightly 
greater family responsibilities since they had a somewhat higher 
proportion of large families and a slightly higher proportion of per-
sons under 16 years of age than did families of clerical workers. 
The median size of families of clerical workers was 3.25 persons 
and that of wage-earning families was 3.33 and the means were 
almost identical, 3.43 and 3.44, respectively. The proportions of two, 
four, :five, and six member families were slightly higher in the wage-
earning than in the clerical group. Both groups had about the same 
average number of sons and daughters per family, 1.2, but the wage-
earning group had a higher percentage of families with no sons and 
daughters than did the clerical group. (Table 7). 
In the wage-earning families, the proportion of members other 
than husband and wife who were under 16 years was slightly higher 
than in families of clerical workers (Table 11) . Guests were found 
in a larger proportion of homes of wage earners and the average 
guest weeks were higher than in clerical workers ' families, the 
average having been 4.9 and 4.0 weeks respectively. On the other 
hand, families with roomers and boarders were more frequent in the 
clerical than in the wage-earning group. (Table 12). 
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The ages of husbands and wives in two groups were v ery similar, 
the median ages of husbands being 48.6 in the clerical group and 
43.1 years in the wage-earning group while those of wives were 
39.0 and 38.6 years respectively. (Table 10). 
Although the wage earners probably had greater family responsi-
bilities, clerical workers were better able to meet their responsi-
bilities. 'l'he latter group had an average income of $1836 as 
compared with that of $1469 of wage earners. Moreover, the per 
capita income of the former group was $536 and that of the latter, 
$429. 
Relation of Size and Composition of Family to Income 
On the whole, the larger families in this study had somewhat larger 
incomes than did the smaller families. Families with incomes under 
$1000 had 3.38 persons to support while those with $3500 and over 
had 4.08 dependent upon them. (Table 7). Families with husband 
and wife only ('l'ype I) had a median income of $134:3 while families 
with four members ('l'ype III) had a median income of $1589 and 
families with five or six members ('l'ype VI) had a median income 
of $1659. (Table 8). 
However, the size of income W8;S not in proportion to size of family. 
The larger the family, the smaller the income was per person. The 
per capita income of families in 'l'ype V with 5.4 members was $339 
or less than one-half that of families having only two members, $732. 
Type VI also with 5.4 members had a per capita income of even less, 
that is, $264. (Table 8). 'l'hese facts seem to indicate that the level 
of living of the larger families in this study might have been con-
siderably lower than that of the smaller families. 
The sources of money income did not vary greatly with differences 
in size and composition of family. Famili es with four or more mem-
bers were dependent upon earnings for a slightly higher proportion 
of their incomes than were the smaller families. 
There was a tendency for the proportion of total income received 
without money payment to decrease with increase in size of family. 
The amount from net rental value of owned homes tended to increase 
slightly but the proportion from home-produced foods decreased 
as size of families increased. (Table 8). 
The age and number of children in the family affected the number 
of members who contributed to the money income. Families with 
persons 16 years or over had two or three earners more often than: 
families with no children under 16 years. In families having children 
under 16 years of age the proportion of one-earner families increased' 
with the number of children under 16 years. (Table 8). 
Husbands were more frequently the only earners and their earn-
ings constituted a larger part of the income in families with childrell! 
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under 16 years than in those including older children. 'l'hey were 
almost entirely responsible for the family earnings (99.4 per cent) 
in families with three or four children under 16 ('l'ype VI ), whereas 
they contributed less (72.1 per cent ) in families with at least one 
member 16 years or over. They were also the principal earners most 
frequently in families having only children under 16 years old. 
(Table 8). 
'l'he presence of young children in the family apparently affected 
the gainful employment of wives, since they contributed least to 
earnings in the family types in \vhich there were two or three chil-
dren under 16 ('rypes II, III, VI, VII) and most in those in which 
there were no children ('l'ype I) or at least one child 16 or over (Type 
IV). ('!'able 8). 
'l'he influence of the age of the husband, as the most impo~'tant 
contributor, upon the size of income is apparent in the families 
studied. The median income of families in ·which husbands were 
under 30 years of age was $1146. It increased to $1773 for families 
with husbands between 40 and 50 and to $1792 for those between 50 
and 60, and dropped to $1114 for all families with husbands 60 years 
of age or more. The median ages of husbands at each income level 
tended to be higher as size of income increased. In families with 
incomes under $1000, the median age of husbands was 41.6 years, 
while in those with incomes of $:3500 and over, it was 54.4 years. 
(Table 10) .. 
FAMILIES HAVING EXPENDITURES FOR DIFFERENT 
GROUPS OF COMMODITIES AND SERVICES23 
The relative importance to the families of the different groups of 
commodities and services was disclosed to some extent by the propor-
tion of the families ·which had expense for specific groups. For some 
groups of commodities and services, all or a large proportion of the 
families had at least some expense while for others only a small 
proportion spent money for these items. 
Practically all of the 436 families in the study reported expendi-
tures for food, clothing, rent or its equivalent, household operation, 
and for personal care. All had expenditures for food and household 
operation. Only one family out of the total number had no expense 
for clothing. However, this family received clothing value at $40 
as gifts. All but two families incurred expense for personal care, 
and all but five had expense during the year for rent or its equivalent 
in expense for owned home.24 (Table 13). 
"See appendix, pp. 73 to 75, for list of commodities and services classified under the fifteen groups studied. 
"The proportions of families having expense in families studied in the small cities in the North Central region in the Consumer Purchases Study were sli11htly larger for all groups 
of commodities and services since the number of families inch.tded was over seven times as large and included occupations with higher incomes. 
TABLE 13.-PROPORTION OF FAMILIES HAVING EXPENSE FOR SPECIFIED GROUPS OF COMMODITIES AND SERVICES ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Number 
of 
Families 
220 
216 
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f.<. 
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cent 
100.0 
100.0 
.,. 
.5 
..c 
0 
0 
Per 
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100.0 
99.5 
.,. 
-~ 
" 0 :r: 
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98.6 
99.1 
"'~ 00 
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83.3 
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83 .3 
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98.2 
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Occupation 
Clerical . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 157 100.0 100.0 99A 100.0 84.7 68.8 28.0 100.0 93.6 92.4 74.5 96 .2 45.2 95.5 26.8 Wage·earning . . . . . . . . . . . . 279 100.0 99.6 98.6 100.0 78.9 60.9 15.1 99.3 90.0 84.2 83.2 94.3 43 .7 88.5 16.8 
Income Level 
Under ~1000 • • . • . • . . . • . . 124 100.0 99.2 97.6 100.0 62.1 29.8 9.7 99.2 86.0 67.7 79.0 86.3 33.1 75.8 9.7 $1000·$1499 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 104 100.0 100.0 99.0 100.0 86.5 67.3 21.2 99.0 91.3 89.4 76.9 96.2 42.3 96.2 13.5 1500· 1999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 85.4 79.3 20.7 100.0 96.3 98.8 84. 1 98.8 45 .1 96.3 24.4 2000- 2499 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 93.7 77.8 28.6 100.0 98.4 98.4 77.8 100.0 60.3 96.8 34.9 2500· 2999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 100.0 100.0 96.2 100.0 96 .2 88.5 42.3 100.0 96.2 92.3 84.6 100.0 50.0 100.0 42.3 3000· 3499 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 83.3 87.5 20.8 100.0 100.0 100.0 79.2 100.0 45.8 100.0 29.2 3500 and Over . . . . . . . . . 13 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 92.3 100.0 7.7 100.0 100.0 92.3 92.3 100.0 69.2 100.0 23.1 
Family Size and Composition(*) 
Family Type I .. .. .. .. .. 105 
" " II . . . . . . . . . . 88 
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" III . . . . . . . . . . 63 
" IV . . . . . . . . . . 109 
" v . .. . . . . . . . 55 
" VI .. ... .. ... 14 
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Expenses for reading material, medical care, and for gifts, welfare, 
and taxes were reported by over 90 per cent of the families. Recrea-
tion was an expense item in 87 per cent of the families while 80 per 
cent spent money for tobacco. Furnishings and equipment were 
purchased by 81 per cent of the families. Although automobile ex-
pense was incurred by 64 per cent, only 20 per cent had expense for 
other forms of transportation, one-half of the latter also having had 
expense for automobile. 
Education was an expense item in only 44 per cent of all the 
families. However, 94 per cent of the families with children 6 to 15 
years of age inclusive had expense for educational purposes. 
Columbia and Moberly Families Having Expense 
When the families studied were grouped according to location, 
there was only a small difference in proportion of families in Colum-
bia and Moberly having expenditures for the various classes of com-
modities and services. In most cases in which there was a difference 
in the proportion of families having expense, the proportion of Co-
lumbia families was slightly higher than that of the Moberly group. 
(Table 13). 
Any difference between proportions of families in the two cities 
having expenditures for food, clothing, rent or its equivalent, house-
hold operation, and personal care was very small, since all or almost 
all of the entire 436 families had such expenses. The proportions of 
Columbia families having expenditures for most of the .other groups 
of commodities were not much higher than the proportions of Mober-
ly families. 2 " 
Families of Wage Earners and Clerical Workers Having Expense 
When families studied were grouped according to occupation, the 
differences in the proportion of families having expense were even 
less in most instances than when families were classified by location 
(Table 13). 
The proportion of clerical families having expense for each group 
of commodities was slightly higher than that of wage-earning 
families, except in the case of tobacco for which the proportion of 
wage-earning families having this expense was 83.2 per cent and that 
of clerical families was 74.5 per cent. The greatest differences were 
for the less important groups of commodities, transportation other 
than automobile and "other items." 
2'Although the difference in the proportion of families in the two citi~s having ex_Pense for gifts, welfare, and taxes~ transportation other than automobile. and for miscellaneous 1tems was larger, these expenses accounted for only about 4.3 per cent of the total. 
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Families with Different Incomes Having Expense 
The size of income available for family living was the most in-
fluential factor affecting the proportion of families having expense 
for various commodities and services. '!'here was a very decided 
tendency for an increase in size of income to be accompanied by an 
increase in the proportion of families having expense. In most 
groups of commodities, the largest proportion of families having ex-
pense was in the highest income level and the lowest proportion 
having expense was in the lowest income level. The variation be-
tween these two extremes was much greater than the variation in the 
proportion of families having expense when classified by location, 
occupation, or family type. (Table 13). 
'l'he greatest differences occurred in the proportion of families 
having automobile expense since 100 per cent of the families in 
the highest income level had such expense but only 30 per cent of 
the families in the lowest income level had expense for automobile. 
'l'he highest and lowest income groups had expenses for other trans-
portation less often than did other groups. 
The proportions of families with incomes of $:3500 and over having 
expenditures for furnishings and equipment, for recreat ion, for 
education, and for '' other items'' were from one-half to two and 
a half times the proportions of families with less than $1000 having 
those expenditures. Likewise, the proportion of families spending 
money for reading material, tobacco, medical care, and gifts, welfare, 
and taxes varied between the income levels but to a smaller extent. 
The proportions of families at the highest income level who had ex-
penses for these commodities and services was from one-seventh to 
one-third greater than the proportions of families in t he lowest in-
come group. 
The variation in the proportion of families having expenditure 
for clothing, rent or its equivalent, and personal care was small from 
one income level to another since practically all families had ex-
penses for these commodities and services. 
Families of Different Size and Composition Having Expense 
When the families studied were classified according to family size 
and composition, differences in the proportion of families having 
expense for each it em were more pronounced than the difference by 
location or occupation but not as great as the difference according to 
size of income. (Table 13). 
The proportion of families having expense for educational pur-
poses was influenced more by size and composition of the family 
than by any other factor. It was also apparently influenced more 
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by size and composition of the family than was any other group 
of commodities. The proportion naturally tended to increase with 
an increase in size of family. Only one per cent of the families com-
posed of husband and wife had expense for education while 90 per 
cent of the families with :five or more members had such expense. 
The proportion of families spending money for furnishings and 
equivalent, recreation, tobacco, reading, and other t ransportation 
tended to increase with the size of the family. For gifts, welfare, and 
taxes, the proportion remained fairly constant. 
There seemed to be little relationship between the proportion of 
families having expense for automobile or for medical care and size 
and composition of family. However, the proportion of families 
with three or four children under 16 years (Type VI) having each of 
these expenses was smaller than the proportion in other family types 
probably because their average income was lower than that of any 
other type. 
SPENDING PATTERNS 
Although the actual amounts and the proportion of the money in-
come spent by the families studied for different commodities and 
services varied from family to family, similarity of expenditures 
gave rise to rather definite spending patterns. These spending prac-
tices were affected somewhat by locat ion of the family, the occupa-
tion of the main breadwinner, and size and composition of the family, 
but most of all by the size of the money income. 
Average Expense of All Families26 
Almost one-third of the total average expenditure of $1338 was 
spent for food, slightly less than one-third for shelter, and one-tenth 
each for clothing and automobile expenses.27 The proportions of the 
total expenditure used for the major items of expense were almost 
identical to those reported in the Consumer Purchases Study for 
native white, non-relief families of all occupations in seven small 
cities in the Middle West, Moberly and Columbia being two of the 
cities. The differences in the amounts expended for the various 
classes of items by the two groups varied from $1 to $29 and the 
proportion from zero to .9 per cent. (Table 14). 
20The terms uexpenditures" and "expense" are used to cover only expense for goods pur· 
chased. They do not include money value of goods secured without the use of money. The 
value of these goods amounted to a n average ot $90 per family which together with money 
expense constituted the total value of family living. (See Tables 2 and 3. ) 
:HThe proportions of expenditure for the various groups of commodities and services in this 
discussion were based upon total money expense. The behavior of the proportions spent for the 
·various items was much the same when based on total income. The proportion spent for food 
and shelter decreased more rapidly as size of income increased and that for clothmg tended to 
increase more slowly to a certain point and then decrease more rapidly. The proport ions for 
automobile and miscellaneous items . increased less rapidly. 
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TABLE 14.-AMOUNT AND PROPORTION OF TOTAL FAMILY EXPENSE USED FOR MA.JOR 
EXPENSE ITEMS IN COLUMBIA AND MOBERLY AND IN SEVEN SMALL CITIES 
IN MIDDLE WEST. 
Furnishings 
Household and All Other Location Food Housing Operation Equipment Clothing Automobile Items 
----- ------Per Per Per Per P er Per Per Amt. cent Amt. cent Amt. cent Amt. cent Amt. cent Amt. cent Amt. cent 
Columbia an d 
Moberly 
········· 
$425 31.7 $185 13.9 $159 11.9 $50 3.7 $136 10.2 $134 10.0 $249 18.6 
Seven Small Cities• 
in Middle West .. 452 30.8 191 13.0 188 12.8 61 4.2 151 10.3 143 9.8 279 19.1 
*The seven small cities were located in Illinois , Iowa, Missouri , Ohio, and \Visconsin. United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Ilome EconOtnics, Consumer Purchases Sturly, Data to be published. 
Food.~Expense for food stood highest among the 15 groups of 
commodities and services, almost 32 p er cent of the total expense 
paving been used for the purpose of food. 'l'his amounted to an 
annual average of $425 a family . In addition, there was a small 
amount of food received without direct expense, on the average 
valued at $13 per family, which hrought the average money value 
of all food to a total of $438 for the year. 2 8 On a food-expenditure-
unit basis, the money value of food averaged $134 a year or $0.122 a 
meal.29 ('l'ables 15, 16, 17). 
'l'he relation of the money value of food to probable adequacy of 
diet of families studied is indicated by a. comparison with a standard 
used in another study. Willams and Hansen in a study of wage 
earners and clerical workers calculated from data secured from the 
United States Bureau of Home Econontics that it was possible in 
Kansas City, Missouri, in 1934-36, with care in planning, to secure 
an adequate diet for $125 per year or $0.114 per meal per food 
expenditure unit.~0 'l'lte money value of the food of slightly over one-
half of the families in this study was $0.12 or more per meal, per 
food expenditure unit. Although not all those with less had in-
adequate diets or all those with more than this amount had adequate 
diets, it seems very likely that a large proportion of the group with 
less and some of those with more had inadequate diets. (Table 17). 
08The food received without direct expense included the value of home produced food and food 
received as gift or pay. H owever, only about one-fourth of the families received food as gift 
or pay or had home produced food. Hence, for about three-fourths of the families, money value 
and expense for food were identical. 
""The expenditure unit was used as a means of eliminating the differences in size and composi-tion of families. In determining the number of expenditure units per family, an adult 20 years 
of age or over was assigned a value of 1.0 unit; persons from 13 to 19 years, 1.1 units; those from 6 to 12 years, .9 units; and those under 6 years, .6 units. The units were based upon 
membership in a family for 52 weeks. If an adult 20 years or over was a ntember of the family only .9 of the year, he was counted as only .9 units. See United States Department of Agriculture, Family Income and E.'<pcndit1wcs, Plains and Mo,untain Region, Part I, Family Income, Miscellaneous Publication N o. 345, 1939, p. 319. 
30See M one.v Disb~trscmcnts of Wage Earners and Clerical Worlw1·s in Five Cities in West North Central-Mountain Re{Jion, 1934·36, United States Bureau of I,nbor Statistics, Bulletin 641, 1939, pp. 45-46. 
TABLE 15.-AVERAGE MONEY EXPENSE FOR SPECIFIED GROUPS OF COMMODITIES AND SERVICES ACCORDING TO LOCATION, 
OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
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Income Level 
Under $1000 •....... •• .. 
$1000-$1499 •...•...••... 
1500- 1999 .. • ...••• . .•. 
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109 1353 452 144 189 162 36 130 6 37 67 30 29 12 10 44 5 
55 1612 534 174 201 171 48 163 2 41 90 52 35 15 34 41 11 
14 1314 442 141 196 190 51 80 6 36 5!1 39 18 13 10 32 1 
436 $1338 $425 $136 $185 $159 $50 $134 $4 $35 $65 $39 $29 $13 $12 $46 $6 
(•) Exclusive of two families of Type VII. 
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TABLE 1(5.-PROPORTION OF TOTAL MONEY EXPENSE FOR SPECIFIED GROUPS OF COMMODITIES AND SERVICES ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
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·wage-earning . .......... . 
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TABLE 17.-MONEY VALUE PER FOOD EXPENDITURE UNIT AND CLOTHING 
EXPENSE PER CAPITA ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, 
INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Location 
A v. 
T otal 
Net 
Income 
Av. 
Number 
Persons 
M oney Value Per Food· 
"EXpenditure U nit 
Per Cent 
Fa milies 
U sing $0.12 
Per Per or More 
Meal Year P er Meal 
Clothing 
Expense 
Per 
Capita 
Columbia . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1623 3.5 $0.128 $1 40.16 48.6 $38 
__ M_o_be_r~ly __ ._. _ .. _._._ . ._._._ .. _._. _._1_5_7_9 ____ 3_.4 ___ o_.1_2_3 ____ 13_4_.6_s _____ 5 __ s_.1 ______ 4_1 __ 
Occupation 
Clerical . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1836 
Wage-earnin g 1469 
Income L evel 
Under $1000 ...... ... . 
$1000-$1499 .......... . 
1500- 1999 . ... . ..... . 
2000- 2499 ...... - ... . 
2500- 2999 . ......... . 
3000- 3499 .... - ..... . 
3500 and Over (1) ... . 
Family Size and Composi-
tion (2) 
Family Type I 
" .. II 
e,.n Families 
" III 
" IV 
v 
VI 
$ 752 
1230 
1743 
2197 
2639 
3188 
384 5 
$1 465 
1503 
1659 
1688 
1831 
1424 
$1601 
3.4 
3.4 
3.3 
3.4 
3.5 
3.6 
3.5 
3.4 
4.1 
2.0 
3.0 
4.0 
3.5 
5.4 
5.4 
3.4 
$0.129 
0.124 
$0.095 
0.122 
0.127 
0.140 
0.148 
0.158 
0.128 
$0.158 
0.1 22 
0. 106 
0.119 
0.090 
0.080 
$0.122 
$1 41.26 
135.78 
$104.02 
133.59 
139.06 
153.30 
162.06 
17 3.01 
140.16 
$173.01 
133.59 
116.07 
130.30 
98.55 
87.60 
$1 33.59 
58.6 
48.0 
29.0 
50.0 
61.0 
69.8 
65.4 
83.3 
53.8 
82.9 
61.4 
42.9 
45.0 
14.5 
7.1 
51.8 
$48 
35 
$18 
32 
44 
53 
62 
78 
74 
$49 
43 
40 
41 
32 
26 
$40 
(!) Only 13 families were included in this group; (2) Exclusive of 2 families of T ype VII. 
Studies indicate that diets varying greatly in quality are secured 
from given expenditures. In orie study of diets of 672 whit e wage 
earners and clerical workers in cities in all sections in the country 
with approximately $0.12 to $0.15 per capita expense per meal ($2.50-
$3.12 per week), only 9 per cent of the diets were rated as good, 38 
per cent as fair, and 53 per cent as poor diets.31 
Shelter.-The total expense for shelter was almost as much as that 
for food amounting to 394 or 30 per cent of the total expenditure. 
When the expenses for shelter were sub-divided into three parts, 
rent or its equivalent in expense for owned home was the most im-
portant expense, averaging $185 or 14 per cent of the total expendi-
ture. Expense for household operation followed closely requiring 
$159 or 12 per cent of the total expense. Purchases of furnishings 
and equipment amounted to $50 or 3.7 per cent. (Tables 15, 16, Fig. 
6). 
Clothing.-The average expense for clothing per family was $136, 
which was 10.2 per cent of the total expense. This group of ex-
penditures ranked fourth among the fifteen groups of commodities 
and services. The per capita expense for clothing was $40. (Tables 
15, 16, and 17). 
31Hazel K. Stiebeling and Esther H. Phipard, Diets of Families of EmPloyed Wage Earners 
and Clerical Workers in Cities, United States Department of Agriculture, Circular 509, 1939, 
p. 74. 
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Automobile.-Expenses for ownership and operation of automo-
bile was practically the same as for clothing, having been $134 per 
family or exactly 10 per cent of the total average expense. Since 
the above expense included only that used for family living, the 
proportion of the total amount spent for automobile which was 
chargeable to business purposes was deducted when the automobile 
was used for both purposes. 
Other Item.s.-Expenses for food, shelter, clothing, and automobile 
took on the average over four-fifths or 81 per cent of the total family 
expenditures. None of the remaining groups of expenses which al-
together took up less than one-fifth of the expenditures amounted 
to over $65 or made up over 5 per cent of the total family expense. 
Ranked in the order of importance, they were expense for medical 
care, gifts together with welfare and taxes, recreation, and personal 
care. 32 The combined expense of $1:3 for reading material and $12 
for formal education was $4 less than the average amount of $29 
spent by all families for tobacco which amounted to 2.2 per cent of 
the total expenditures. However, the fact that free text books are 
provided in the elementary schools of both Moberly and Columbia 
means that expenses for education were lower than they might 
otherwise have been. 
In contrast to the $136 spent for automobile, an average of only 
$4 was spent for other forms of transportation or only 0.3 per cent 
of total expense. In addition $6 was spent for miscellaneous ex-
penses included under "other items" which was only 0.4 per cent of 
the total expenditure. (Tables 15, 16 and Fig. 6). 
Average Expenditures of Families Having Expense 
The average actual expenditures of the families for the various 
items used in the preceding discussion were determined on the basis 
of all families in the group rather than on the basis of only those 
families having expense for the particular group of commodities and 
services.33 The differences in the average amounts obtained when cal-
culations were based on all families as compared with those based on 
only families having expense were small except for items for which 
less than approximately four-fifths of the families had expenditures. 
This included furnishings and equipment, automobile, other trans-
portation, recreation, education, tobacco, and miscellaneous expenses 
grouped as "other items." (Appendix Table 32). 
11Expenses classified as recreation undoubtedly did not include all those devoted to leisure 
time activities. Food expense for entertaining, expense for vacation homes, automobile and 
other transportation expense used for pleasure trips were not classified as recreation but as 
food, housing, automobile, and other transportation. 
""See pp. 28 to 32 for discussion of proportion of families having expense. 
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The differences in average expense was quite noticeable in class-
ifications in which only a small proportion of the families had ex-
penditure for a certain group of commodities or services. For 
instance, the average expense of the 63 per cent of the families who 
had automobiles was $211 but it was only $134 for all families 
studied. Also, the average expense for all families with incomes 
under $1000 ·who had automobiles was $7:3 but it amounted to $22 
for all families in the group. 'l'he average expense for educational 
purposes for all families with husband and wife alone was only one 
dollar but for the one per cent having expense for education it was 
$50. 
'!'here vvas little difference in the behavior of expense with an 
increase in size of income or in size and composition of the family 
when based on families having expense rather than on all families 
in the study. Neither was the relationship of expenses greatly differ-
ent between families in Columbia and Moberly or between clerical 
workers or wage earners. 
Expenditures of Columbia and Moberly Families 
Although the cities selected for this study were different in many 
respects as has been pointed out, the spending patterns of the families 
studied in each city were quite similar. 'l'he average total expense 
of the 220 families in Columbia was $1373 and that of the 216 families 
in Moberly was $1301-a difference of only $72. 'l'he difference in 
the average amount spent in the two cities for each of the expendi-
ture classifications was small, being only $7 or less for all except 
three major groups of expense, food, shelter, and automobile. 
Similarity in the proportion of each expense class to total expendi-
ture in both cities was striking. (Tables 15 ancl16 and Fig. 6). 
The average spent by Columbia families for the total expense 
of shelter exceeded that of Moberly families by $89. Thus, the 
former group used 5.1 per cent more of their total expenditures for 
housing than did the latter. They spent $56 more on the average for 
rent or its equivalent, $21 more for household operation, and $12 
more for furnishings and equipment. This variation in housing 
expense was perhaps due in part at least to the fact that the demand 
·of student and professional groups in Columbia for housing ac-
commodations have increased prices. 
Columbia families also spent an average of $20 more for automo-
bile expense than Moberly familes and from $2 to $6 more for medical 
·care, transportation other than automobile, and ''other items.'' 
Average expenditure per family for tobacco was the same in both 
·cities. 
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Moberly families spent an average of $28 more for food than 
Columbia families, which amounted to a difference of 3.6 per cent in 
the proportion of total expense. 'l'he money value per meal per food 
expenditure unit was almost the same in the two cities. Approxi-
mately 49 per cent of Columbia group and 55 per cent of the Moberly 
group had as much or more than the amount calculated as sufficient 
with careful planning to provide an adequate diet, which was $0.12 
per meal. (Table 17). 
Moberly families spent from one to seven dollars more for each 
of the following items: clothing, personal care, recreation, education, 
and gifts, welfare, and taxes. Their expense for clothing per capita 
was slightly more than in Columbia. 
Expenditures of Families of Wage Earners and Clerical Workers 
When the families studied were grouped according to the occupa-
tion of the main contributor, the average expenditure of $1518 for 
families of clerical workers exceeded that of $1236 made by wage-
earners' families by $282. In all but two groups, the average aCtual 
expenditures of clerical families were higher than that of wage-
earners' families for the same group of commodities and services. 
This was to be expected since the average money income of the 
former was $1717 and that of the latter, $1393. However, the pro-
portion of each expense class to the total expenditure varied little 
between the two groups. (Tables 15 and 16, Fig. 6). 
Families of clerical workers spent $135 more for shelter than 
families of wage earners. This was the greatest difference in actual 
expenditure between the two occupational groups. The families of 
clerical workers paid $79 more for rent or its equivalent and $45 
more for household operation than did wage-earners' families. This 
was a difference of 3.5 per cent in the proportion of total expenditure. 
The greater expense of the clerical workers for this item might have 
been due in part to better housing and to the fact that about two-
thirds of them lived in Columbia where rents were high. The clerical 
families also spent an average of $llmore for furnishings and equip-
ment but the same proportional amount of total expenditure as did 
families of wage earners. 
Clerical families spent about $42 more each for clothing and for 
automobile which was proportionally about one per cent more of 
their t~tal expenditure than did wage-earners' families. Both groups 
used almost the same proportion of the total expense for automobile 
as for clothing. 
Although clerical families spent $38 more per family for food than 
wage-earners' families, the families of the latter group used 3.7 per 
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cent more of their total expenditure. 'l'his difference was clue in 
part to the fact that wage-earners' families had less money to spend 
and needed a greater proportion of it for food. Only 48 per cent of 
the wage earners as contrasted with 58 per cent of the clerical group 
had food valued at $0.12 or more per meal per food-expenditure unit. 
Clerical families spent $10 more for gifts, welfare, and taxes but 
about the same proportion of the total expense as wage earners. 
They also spent from $2 to $5 more for each of the other expense 
items than did wage-earners' families. The difference in the pro-
portion each of these was to total expenditure was slight, ranging 
from zero to 0.8 per cent. 
Expenditures of Families With Different Incomes 
'l'he amount of income available for spending was the most im-
portant factor influencing family expenditures. Among all families 
studied, total expenditures increased as size of income increased. 
However, the total expenditures did not increase as much as income 
because the amount saved increased more rapidly than the amount 
spent. With very few exceptions, the amount spent for each of the 
different groups of commodities increased as size of income increased. 
The urgency of expense for certain groups of commodities and 
services at the lower income levels and the lack of satisfaction with 
what they had in other groups was shown by the changes in ex-
penditures as incomes increased in size. As incomes increased, a 
definite decrease was shown in proportion spent for food and hous-
ing expense and an increase in proportion spent for clothing and 
automobile. This would seem to point to the urgency of food and 
housing at the lower income levels and a dissatisfaction with clothing 
and automobile expenditures. As families received more money they 
spent proportionally less for the first two and proportionally more 
for the latter two. ('l'ables 15, ancl16, J:i' ig. 7). 
Likewise, the urgency of and desire for household operation, house 
furnishings, recreation, education, and gifts, welfare, and taxes is 
indicated by the tendency for proportional expense for household 
operation to decrease and that for the others to increase as incomes 
increase in size. The tendency for proportional expense to remain 
relatively constant regardless of size of income may seem to indicate 
that families consider expense for medical care, personal care, 
tobacco, and reading necessary but attempt to adjust them to the 
amount of income available. 
Food.-Food was not only the most important family expense, but 
it also showed the greatest change in proportion as size of income 
changed. Over two-fifths (42 per cent) of the total expenditures of 
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Fig. 7.--Average expense and proportion of total expenditures for major items of expense 
of 436 families of clerical workers and wage earners by income level. 
families receiving less than $1000 was used for food while about 
.one-fifth (22 per cent) was used by families with incomes of $3500 
.and over. Although the proportional expense for food declined, 
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the families in the highest income group spent an average of over 
twice as many dollars for food as those at the lowest income level. 
The average money value per meal per food expenditure unit in-
creased regularly with income. That for families with incomes of 
less than $1000 was only $0.095 per meal while for those with incomes 
between $3000 and $3499 it was $0.158. 'rhe proportion having $0.12 
or more per meal also increased. ('l'ables 15, 16, and 17, Figs. 7 and 8). 
i?00-1999 
2000-2499 
2500-2999 
3000-~499 
3500 AND 
OVER 
0 20 
40 80 
.PERCENT OF FAMILIES 
SPENO/NfJ !.12. OR MORE 
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I)er cent of 
Families 
Spending $12 
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Fig. 8.-Money value per food expenditure t1nit and proportion of families spending $0.12 or 
more per meal according to income level and family type. 
Shelter.-Next to food, the most important expenditures at all 
income levels were those for shelter. 'l'he proportion of the total 
expenditure required for rent or its equivalent declined from 16.8 
per cent for families with the lowest incomes as compared with 9.5 
per cent for those with highest incomes. However, as in the case 
of food, the amount spent, $262, by families in the highest income 
group was over twice the amount, $121, spent by those in the lowest. 
(Fig. 4). 
The proportion of expense for household operation declined from 
13 per cent for families with incomes under $1000 to 11 per cent 
for those with incomes of $3000 and over. The actual amounts in-
creased three fold or from $96 to $295. Although proportional ex-
pense for furnishings and equipment tended to increase irregularly 
as size of income increased, families at the highest income level 
spent $88 as contrasted with $16 at the lowest level or five times as 
much. (Tables 15, 16, Fig. 7). 
44 Mrssoum AGRICULTURAL ExPERIMENT STATION 
Clothin.g.-Expense for clothing increased from $60 or 8.3 per 
cent of total expense of families at the lowest income level to $221 
or 11.6 per cent of expense of those having incomes between $2500 
and $3000. The proportion ch·opped slightly in the two higher income 
groups although the amount increased to $301. The average expendi-
ture per capita increased from $18 for families with incomes under 
$1000 to over $74 for families with incomes of $3000 and over. ('rables 
15, 16, and 17, Fig. 7). 
Automobile and Other Transportation.-The proportion spent for 
automobile changed more sharply than that for clothing. It. varied 
from 3.0 per cent spent by families with incomes under $1000 to 
about 18 per cent spent by families with incomes from $3000 to $3500. 
The first group spent only $22 per family but the latter group spent 
$419. The relative amounts spent for travel and transportation other 
than by automobile remained a fairly constant proportion of income 
regardless of its size. (Fig. 7). 
Other Commodities and Services.-The actual amounts spent for 
each of the other groups of commodities and services increased 
from three to twenty fold as income increased from the lowest to the 
highest level. The proportion of expense to total expenditures, how-
ever, did not increase in all cases with size of income. Proportional 
expense for recreation tended to increase with size of income, that 
for families with incomes of $3500 and over was two and a half times 
that of families with incomes under $1000. The proportion of total 
expense for formal education tended to increase with income, a de-
cided increase having been evident in the highest income groups. 
Expenditures for gifts, welfare, and taxes ranged from 1.4 per cent 
to 6.6 per cent from the lowest to the highest income levels. (Tables 
15 and 16). 
Although actual expense for medical and personal care, tobacco 
and reading increased, the proportion of total expense used for these 
items tended to remain relatively constant even though families at 
the highest income level spent proportionally more for medical care 
than did families in any other group. The greatest proportional 
expense for tobacco was incurred by families with incomes of less 
than $1000 and by those with incomes between $2500 and $3000. 
Expenditures of Families of Different Size and Composition 
When the families were classified according to family size and 
composition, the variations in average total expenditures and propor-
tion spent for various groups of commodities and services were 
greater than when families were classed by location and occupation. 
They were not as pronounced, however, as the variations resulting 
from changes in size of income. Because size of income had such 
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an important influence on the spending pattern and heeause there 
were considerable differences in incomes of families of Yarying sizes 
and compositions, the influence of this factor on spending patterns 
could not be discerned definitely and exactly except in the case of 
food. 
Differences between the average total expenditure by families of 
different types ranged as high as $434. The average expenditure for 
each family type tended to increase as average size of family in-
creased. In most cases, the average expense for each group of com-
modities and services tended to increase also. (Tables 15, 16). Cer-
tainly size of family affected expenses since the largest families 
spent a larger proportion of their incomes than did smaller families. 
Food.-'l'he proportion spent for food increased somewhat with the 
size of the family. Although two-member families ('l'ype I-two 
adults) with an average income of $1178 spent $353 for food and 
four-member families ('l'ype III-two adults and two children under 
16 years) ·with $1467 income spent $450 for food, there was little 
difference in the proportion spent for food by these tvvo groups. 'l'he 
greater expense of the larger fam ilies was, in this ease, offset by the 
fact that they had a somewhat larger amount of money to spend. 
On the other hand, families with 5 or more members ('l'ypes V and 
VI) with an average income of $1536 spent $515 for food or :33.4 per 
cent of their total expense. (Tables 15, 16). 
Even thoug·h larger families had higher incomes than the smaller 
ones, their incomes did not provide as generously for food expendi-
tures. ·when costs per food expenditure unit for different family 
types are compared, it was found that the expense per meal decreased 
considerably as the size of family increased. Families with two mem-
bers ('l'ype I) who had an average income of $1465 spent $0.158 per 
meal or $17:3 per year per food-expenditure unit. Families with 
five or more members ('l'ypes V and VI) with incomes of $15:3() spent 
less than $0.09 per meal or from $87.60 to $98.55 per year. ('!'able 17). 
The proportion of families in each type who had food valued at 
$0.12 or more per meal per food expenditure unit decreased steadily 
as size of family decreased. In families with husband and wife only 
8:3 per cent and in families with 5 and 6 members, less than 15 per 
cent had this amount. (Fig. 7). 
Shelter.-The proportions of the total expense used for rent or its 
equivalent and for household operation declined consistently with an 
increase in size of family, although the actual amount increased. 
Families with persons 16 years of age or over spent a smaller propor-
tion for furniture and equipment than did families composed of 
husband and wife alone or those with children under 16. (Tables 15, 
16). 
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Clothing.-The proportion and the actual amount spent for cloth-
ing tended to increase to some extent with size of family. 'l'wo-mem-
ber families spent a smaller amount and a smaller proportion of 
their total expenditure for clothing than those with three or more 
members. However, the smaller families must have been better 
clothed since there was a consistent decrease in clothing. expense 
per capita as the size of the family increased even though the larger 
families had larger incomes. Families with two members spent $49 
per person while those with five or six members spent $31 per 
person. (Tables 15, 16, and 17). 
Automobile.-Two-member families (Type I) spent a slightly 
higher proportion for automobile expense than other families, and 
those with three or four children under 16 years (Type VI) spent 
the smallest proportion. The proportions spent for automobile by 
other families showed no relationship to family size and composition. 
(Table 15, 16). 
Other Commodities and Services.-The proportion expended for 
personal care was fairly constant in all groups. Families with chil-
dren under 16 years of age only used a smaller proportion of their 
total expense for medical care than families consisting of husband 
and wife and those with members 16 years of age or over. 
Expenditure for recreation presented no particular pattern in 
relation to family size or composition. Families spending the highest 
proportion were those with one child under 16 (Type II) and those 
spending the smallest proportion had one member 16 or over and one 
or no other persons besides husband and wife ('l'ype IV). The 
per cent of expense for tobacco tended to decrease as family size in-
creased. The actual expense for tobacco increased somewhat with 
size of family. 
The proportional expense for reading material was fairly constant 
in all groups. The proportion of expense for formal education in-
creased with family size and also with total expenditure. Families 
with only husband and wife (Type I) spent less than 0.05 per cent 
for this form of education; families with three or four children 
under 16 (Type VI) spent 0.7 per cent; while those with 5 or 6 
persons, at least one of which was over 16 (Type V) spent 2.0 per 
cent. Two-member families had the highest proportional expense 
for gifts, welfare, and taxes and the proportion decreased consistent-
ly as size of family increased. (Tables 15, 16). 
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FAMILY DWELLINGS 
Tenure and Rents 
47 
Homes were owned by 42 per cent of the families. 34 However , one-
third of these homes were mortgaged. Thus, only about 29 per cent 
of all the families owned their homes in their entirety. (Table 18) . 
T ABLE 1 8.- NUMBER AND PROPORTION OF FAMILIES O WNI NG AND R ENTI NG 
DWELLIN GS ACCORDI NG TO L OCATION, O CCUPATION, I NCOME L EVEL, 
AND SIZEJ AND COMP OSITION OF F AMILY. 
Owners Renters Bases of 
Classification 
No. of 
Families ND. Per cent No. Per cent 
Location 
Columbia . • . . . .. ... . . ....... 
Moberly . ... . .. . ... . . . , ..• .. 
Occupation 
220 
216 
87 
97 
39.5 
44.9 
133 
119 
Clerical . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . !57 72 45.9 85 
____ w __ ag~e-· e_a_r_n_in~g~-·-· _· ·_·_·_· _··_·_·_·_·_· ___ 2_7_9 _______ 1_1_2 _______ 4_0_._1 _____ 167 
Income Level 
Under $1000 .. .. .. ... • .. . . . 
$1000·$1499 ............. .. . 
1500- 1999 ............... . 
2000- 2499 .... .. . . ..• . .. .. 
2500- 2999' . .............. . 
3000- 3499 . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . 
3500 and Over . . . .. .. .... . 
Family Size and Composition* 
Family Type I .... . ... . .. . . 
" " II •.... . .. .• . .. 
" III .. ... . . .... . . 
" IV .... . . . .. .. •. 
v ...... .. .... . 
" VI . . ... . . . .... . 
All Families 
124 
104 
82 
6J 
26 
24 
13 
105 
88 
63 
109 
55 
14 
436 
*Exclusive of two famili es of Type VII. 
32 
39 
32 
41 
I S 
IS 
10 
52 
31 
24 
51 
22 
4 
184 
25 .8 
37.5 
39;0 
65 .1 
57.7 
62.5 
76.9 
49.5 
35.2 
38.1 
46.8 
40.0 
28.6 
42.2 
92 
65 
so 
22 
11 
9 
3 
53 
57 
3!1 
58 
33 
10 
252 
60.5 
55. 1 
54.1 
59.9 
74.2 
62.5 
61 .0 
34.9 
42.3 
37.5 
23.1 
50.5 
64.8 
61.9 
53.2 
60.0 
71.4 
57.8 
T ABLE 1 9.- AVEJRAtGE MONTHLY R ENT P AID FOR D WELLI NG ACCORDING TO 
LOCATION AND O CCUPATION OF F AMILY BY I NCOME L EVEL AND 
SIZE AND C OMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
All I.,.ocation Occupation 
Bases of Renters Columbia Moberly Clerical Wage-earning 
Class ification No. Av. No. Av. No. Av. No. Av. No. Av. 
Income Level 
Under $1000 92 $13 44 $14 48 $12 18 $17 74 $12 
$1000-$1499 65 16 34 18 31 13 25 18 40 15 
1500- 1999 so 22 31 24 19 19 16 26 34 20 
2000- 2499 22 24 8 32 14 20 11 29 11 20 
2500- 2999 11 30 7 32 4 28 6 33 5 26 
3000- 3499 9 36 8 37 1 25 8 37 1 25 
3500 and Ov~~ 3 38 1 35 2 40 1 40 2 38 
F amily Size and 
Composition* 
Far;;ily T~pe I 53 18 24 22 29 14 I S 21 38 16 
II 57 17 36 19 2 1 14 19 23 38 14 
" III 39 19 20 19 19 18 11 23 28 17 
" IV 58 19 23 24 35 15 23 25 35 15 
v 33 20 18 23 15 17 12 27 21 16 
" V I 10 17 10 17 5 21 5 12 
All Families 252 $18 133 $21 119 $15 85 $24 167 $15 
*Exclusive of two families of T ype VII. 
"The seven families who occupied both owned and rented homes during the· schedule year 
were classified as owners if they had occupied owned home a longer period during the year than 
the rented one and vice versa. 
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The average monthly rent paid by t enants was $18 (Table 19). 
The average rent per room was $3.95. Seventy-five per cent of the 
renters reported that garage was included in the rent, 4 per cent 
reported water, and 8 per cent heat. Ice or mechanical refrigeration 
was reported as part of the rent by 10 per cent, light by 5 per cent, 
and furnishings by 5 per cent of the renters. (Appendix, Table 33). 
The average monthly rental value of owned homes was estimated 
by the owners at $26, ·which was $8 per month or 42 per cent higher 
than rent paid by tenants not considering facilities included with 
rent. Home owners may have occupied better homes than did 
tenants. On the other hand, although rental values were based on 
rents paid on similar dvlellings in their neighborhoods, owners may 
have overestimated these rental values. (Table 20) . 
TABLE 20.-AVERAGE MONTHLY RENTAL VALUE OF OWNED HOMES ACCORDING 
TO LOCATION AND 0CCUPA>TION OF FAMILY BY INCOME LEVEL 
AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
All L ocation Occupation 
Bases of Owners Columbia Moberly Clerical W age-earning 
Classification No. Av. N o. Av. No. Av. N o. Av. No. Av. 
Income Level 
Under $1000 32 $14 11 $20 21 $11 5 $18 27 $14 
$1000·$1499 .. 39 21 21 23 18 17 17 25 22 17 
1500· 1999 .. 32 30 15 38 17 22 14 38 18 23 
2000· 2499 41 29 22 33 19 24 20 34 21 23 
2500- 2999 . . 15 28 9 34 6 20 5 36 10 24 
3000· 3499 15 34 5 37 10 33 8 36 7 32 
3500 and Ov~~ 10 40 4 so 6 34 3 55 7 34 
Family Size and 
Composition 
Family Type I 52 24 20 33 J? 18 17 35 35 19 
" " II 31 26 20 30 11 16 15 33 16 19 
" ITI 24 27 9 28 15 26 8 33 16 24 
" IV 51 28 25 34 26 21 24 33 27 23 
" v 22 23 9 22 13 24 6 24 16 22 
" VI 4 28 4 28 2 40 2 15 
All Families 
··· ·· 
184 $26 87 $31 97 $21 72 $33 112 $21 
Characteristics of Dwellings 
Single-family detached houses were by far the most common type 
of dwelling. One-family houses were occupied by 87 per cent of the 
families, two-family dwellings by 7.1 per cent, while 4.6 per cent 
lived in apartments accommodating three or more families. Only 
one per cent lived in any other type of dwelling. Home owners 
lived in single family houses somewhat more often than did tenants 
since 95 per cent of the former and 81 per cent of the latter lived in 
single family dwellings. (Table 21 ) . 
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TABLE 21.-TYPE OF DWELLING OCCUPIED BY FAMILIES ACCORDING TO LOCA-
TION, 0CCUPAITION, INCOME LEVEL, SIZE AND COMPOSITION, 
AND HOME TEN URE OF FAMILY. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Number 
of 
Families 
Single-
Family 
Detached 
No. Per cent 
T wo-Family 
No. Per cent 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
220 
21 5 (2) 
186 
193 
84.5 
89.8 
18 
13 
Occupation 
Clerical . . . . . . . . . . 157 134 85.4 12 
Wage-earning 278 (2) 245 88.2 19 
--------------Income Level 
Under $1000 
$1000-$1499 
1500- 1999 
2000- 2499 
2500- 2999 
3000- 3499 - ... - -
3500 and Over . . 
Family Size and Compo-
sition (1) 
Family Type I 
" .. n 
Home T enure 
III 
rv 
v 
VI 
Owners .... .. .. . . 
Renkrs ......... . 
All Families .... ... .. . 
124 
104 
82 
63 
26 
24 
12.(2) 
104(2) 
88 
63 
1 09 
55 
14 
102 
91 
74 
59 
21 
21 
11 
87 
77 
55 
92 
52 
14 
184 175 
25 1 (2) 204 
435(2) 379 
82.3 
87.5 
90.3 
9.1 .6 
80.8 
87.5 
91.7 
8.1.7 
87.5 
87.3 
84.4 
94.5 
100.0 
95. 1 
81.3 
87.2 
16 
5 
4 
1 
2 
2 
7 
7 
6 
8 
3 
5 
26 
31 
8.2 
6.0 
7.6 
6.8 
12.9 
4.8 
4.9 
1.6 
7.7 
8.3 
8.3 
6.7 
7.9 
9.5 
7 .. 1 
5.5 
2.7 
10.4 
7.1 
(1) Exclusive of two families of type VII. (2) No report on type of dwelling was given by one family. 
Apartment Other 
No. Per cent No. P er cent 
13 
7 
10 
10 
5 
8 
2 
2 
2 
1 
10 
2 
2 
6 
3 
17 
20 
5.9 
3.3 
6.4 
3.6 
4.0 
7.7 
2.4 
3.2 
7.7 
4.2 
9.6 
2.3 
3.2 
5.5 
1.6 
6.7 
4.6 
3 
2 
1 
4 
2 
2 
1 
4 
5 
1.4 
0.9 
0.6 
1.4 
0.8 
2.4 
1.6 
3.8 
2.3 
2.8 
0.6 
1.6 
1.1 
TABLE 22.-AVERAGE NUMBER OF ROOMS PER DWELLING AND PER PERSON OF 
OWNED AND RENTED DWELLINGS ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, 
INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAM ILY. 
Number of Average Size 
Families of Dwelling Bases of 
Classification Owners Renters All Owned Rented 
L ocation 
Columbia . . . . • . 87 
Moberly 97 
Occupation 
Clerical . . . . . . . 72 
Wage-earning 112 
Income Level 
Under $1000 
$1000-$1499 
1500- 1999 . .. 
2000- 2499 . . . 
2500- 2999 
3000- 3499 ... 
3500 and Over 
Family Size and 
Composition* 
Fa~}JY T:>;pe 
All Families 
r 
II 
III 
IV 
v 
VI 
32 
39 
32 
41 
15 
15 
10 
52 
31 
24 
51 
22 
4 
184 
133 
11 9 
85 
167 
92 
65 
50 
22 
11 
9 
3 
53 
57 
39 
58 
.33 
10 
252 
4.9 
· 4.9 
4 .. 1 
4.7 
4.1 
4.6 
5.1 
5.6 
5.5 
6.3 
6.5 
4.6 
4.2 
5.0 
5.4 
5.5 
5.1 
4.9 
*Exclusive of two families of Type VII. 
5.3 
5.3 
5.7 
5.0 
4.5 
4.8 
5.3 
5.6 
5.5 
6.3 
7.0 
4.8 
4.9 
5.2 
5.9 
5.8 
5.2 
5.3 
4.6 
4.6 
5.0 
4.4 
3.9 
4.5 
5.0 
5.6 
5.5 
6.4 
5.0 
4.4 
o.9 
4.8 
4.9 
5.4 
5.0 
4.6 
- ------
R ooms per 
P erson 
All Owned Rented 
1.3 
1.4 
1.5 
1.3 
1.2 
1.3 
1.4 
1.4 
1.5 
1.8 
1.5 
2.1 
1.3 
1.2 
1.5 
1.0 
0.9 
1.4 
1.5 
1.5 
1.6 
1.5 
1.5 
1.4 
1.6 
1.5 
1.6 
1.9 
1.5 
2.2 
1.5 
1.3 
1.6 
1.1 
0.9 
1.5 
1.2 
1.4 
1.4 
1.3 
1.2 
1.3 
1.4 
1.4 
1.4 
1.6 
1.4 
2.1 
1.2 
1.2 
1.4 
1.0 
0.9 
1.3 
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The a·verage number of rooms per dwelling was 4.9. Owning 
families had somewhat larger homes than renters, having an average 
of 5.3 rooms while renters had 4.6 rooms. The average number of 
rooms per person was 1.4, that of owners being 1.5 and of tenants, 
1.3 rooms. (Table 22) . 
.All the facilities commonly considered characteristic of modern 
dwellings were available in the homes of only 44 per cent of the 
families. These facilities included electric lights, central furnace, 
electricity or gas for cooking, running hot and cold water, and an 
indoor flush toilet . .A majority of families who owned their homes 
(53.3 per cent) but only a few more than one-third (37.7 per cent) 
of the renters had these facilities. (Table 2:3). 
All of the owning families had electric lights, but 5 per cent of the 
renting families used other types of lighting. Indoor flush toilets 
were installed in the homes of 81 per cent of both owning and renting 
groups. Running hot and cold water was enjoyed by 71 per cent of 
the owners and by 62 11er cent of the renters. Electricity or gas was 
used as the cooking fuel by 66 per cent of the owners and 50 per cent 
of those renting. S'ixty per cent of the owners and 48 per cent of the 
renters had the conveniences of a central furnace. (Table 23). 
TABLE 23.-PROPORTION OF FAMILIES HAVING FACILITIES OF MoDERN DWELLINGS ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, 
Number 
of Families 
INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
A ll 
Fac:l ities(2) Electric Lights 
Central 
Furnace 
E lectricity 
or Gas for 
Cooking 
Running 
Hot and Cold 
Water 
I ndoor 
F lush 
Toilet Bases of Classification Owners Renters A ll Own, Rent. Own. Rent. Own. Rent. Own. R ent. Own. Rent. Own. Rent. 
Location 
Columbia , , , , , . 
Moberly . , . ... . 
87 
97 
133 
119 
47.7 
40.7 
54.0 
52.6 
43.6 
31.1 
100.0 
100.0 
98.5 
90.8 
65.5 
54.6 
51.9 
44.5 
71.3 
61.9 
54.9 
44.5 
73.6 
69.1 
65.4 
58.0 
93.1 
70.1 
89.5 
71.4 
Occupation 
Clerical , , . , , , , . 72 85 64.3 68.1 61.2 100.0 97.6 75.0 72.9 83.3 70.6 83.3 82.4 90.3 96.5 Wage-earning 112 167 33.0 43.8 25.7 100.0 93.+ 50.0 35.9 55.4 39.5 63.4 51.5 75.0 73.1 
Income Level 
Under $1000 
$1000-$1499 
1500- 1999 
2000- 2499 
2500- 2999 
3000- 3499 . . . 
3500 and Over 
Family Size and 
Composition (I) 
Family Type I 
.. " II 
All Families 
" III 
H IV 
" v 
" V I 
32 
39 
32 
41 
15 
15 
10 
92 
65 
so 
22 
11 
9 
3 
11.3 
30.8 
61.0 
66.7 
80.8 
87.5 
100.0 
6.2 
38.5 
62.5 
70.7 
66.7 
80.0 
100.0 
13.0 
26.2 
60.0 
59.1 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
1~0 
10~0 
1~0 
100~ 
1~0 
100~ 
1~0 
90.2 
96.9 
98.0 
95.5 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
9.4 
46.2 
71.9 
73.2 
80.0 
93.3 
100.0 
19:6 
43.1 
74.0 
72.7 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
9.4 
59.0 
75.0 
85.4 
86.7 
93.3 
100.0 
25.0 
38.5 
74.0 
81.8 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
15.6 
59.0 
84.4 
92.7 
93.3 
93.3 
100.0 
35.9 
56.9 
88.0 
86,4 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
43.8 
76.9 
84.4 
97.6 
100.0 
86.7 
100.0 
62.0 
86.2 
96.0 
90.9 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
52 53 46.7 51.9 41.5 100.0 98.1 57.7 49.1 61.5 58.5 69.2 60.4 76.9 79.2 31 57 43.2 58.1 35.1 100.0 93.0 64.5 47.4 74.2 50.9 71.0 64.9 87.1 84.2 24 39 46.0 62.5 35.9 100.0 94.9 70.8 51.3 70.8 48.7 83.3 64.1 83.3 79.9 51 58 46.8 51.0 43.1 100.0 93.1 54.9 51.7 60.8 53.4 68.6 69.0 80.4 81.0 22 33 40.0 50.0 33.3 100.0 93.9 59.1 48.5 77.3 39.4 63.6 57.6 86.4 81.8 4 10 28.5 25.0 30.0 100.0 100.0 50.0 30.0 50.0 20.0 100.0 30.0 50.0 80.0 
184 252 44,3 53.3 37.7 100.0 94.8 59.8 48.4 66.3 49.6 71.2 61.9 81.0 81.0 
(1) Exclusive of two families of T ype VII; (2) "A ll facilities" include electric Jights , cer;t1·a l furnace, electricity or gas for cooking, running hot and cold water, and indoor flush toilet. 
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Dwellings of CO<lumbia and Moberly Families 
The extent of home ownership was very similar in the two com-
munities, the proportion of owners in Moberly having been 44.9 per 
cent and in Columbia, 39.5 per cent.35 The home-owners in Moberly 
estimated the monthly rental value of their homes at $21 per month 
and those in Columbia at $31. The Moberly families who rented 
their homes also paid considerably less rent than those in Columbia 
since they paid only $15 as contrasted with $21 per month in Colum-
bia. This difference may have been due in part to the greater de-
mand for housing in Columbia due to the student population. 
Facilities were included with rent slightly more often in the latter 
community. (Tables 18, 19, 20, 34, Fig. 9). 
INCOME ALL fAI.I/LitS COLUM81A 
LEVEL 
UNDER~ 1000 
~1000-1499 
1500-1999 
2000·2+99 
2~00-2999 
~OOO·.H99 
Fig. 9.-Distribution of families owning homes according to income level. 
Although all families in both cities had approximately the same 
number of rooms, 4.9, per dwelling, Moberly families who rented 
paid $3 per room as contrasted with $4.28 paid by Columbia families. 
Only 14 per cent of the Moberly families but 38 per cent of the 
Columbia families paid over $4 per room. (Tables 22, and 34). 
Families in Moberly lived in single detached houses slightly more 
often than Columbia families since 90 per cent of the former and 
85 per cent of the latter occupied this kind of dwelling. A smaller 
proportion of Moberly families, however, had all the conveniences 
discussed as characteristic of modern houses since only 41 per cent as 
contrasted with 48 per cent in Columbia had the conveniences listed. 
They also less frequently had each of the conveniences. Tables 21, 
23, Fig. 10). 
"In the 19 small cities located in different parts of the country studied by the United States 
Bureau of Home Economics the average rent per month ranged from $13 ·to $24. Columbia 
was second highest with $23, having been exceeded only by Springfield, Massachusetts. Moberly 
was next to lowest with $14. Only two cities had the lowest amount or $13. Preliminary 
Release-- R 180-3/1/38. 
INCOME LEVEL 
UNDER ~1000 
i1000 - J't99 
1?00- 1999 
2ooo- 2H9 
2?00- 2999 
3ooo- H99 
3?00 AND OVeR 
ALL INCOMES 
ALL FAMILIES COLUMBIA & MOBERLY CLERICAL &WA6E: EARNINCT 
0 20 80 100 0 20 ~0 60 80 100 
Per Cent of Families 
Fig. 10.-Distribution of families haYing n~oJern houses according to income level. 
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Dwellings of Families of Wage Earners and Clerical Workers 
Families of clerical workers o·wned their homes more often than 
did families of wage earners. They estimated the rental value of 
their homes higher than did families of wage earners. Clerical 
workers also paid higher rents, had larger houses, and had more 
modern conveniences than wage-earning families. 
Clerical workers estimated rental value of their owned homes 
at $33 per month and wage earners at $21. The former paid $24 
and the latter $15 per month for rented homes. This difference 
was due no doubt to differences in size of income and in housing 
standards. Facilities were also included with rent slightly more 
often in the case of clerical families. Houses of clerical families 
averaged 4.3 rooms and those of wage earners, 4.7 rooms. The 
former paid an average of $4.53 and the latter, $3.18 per room. 
(Tables 19, 20, 22, 34, Fig. 9). 
The facilities of modern dwellings were enjoyed by a larger 
proportion of clerical than of wage-earning families. Sixty-four per 
cent of the former group but only 33 per cent of the latter had these 
facilities. Clerical families more often had each of the facilities 
than did wage-earning families. Seventy-four per cent of the 
former but only 42 per cent of the latter had a central furnace, about 
83 per cent of the clerical group and only 56 per cent of the wage-
earning group had hot and cold running water. (Fig. 10). 
Dwellings of Families with Different Incomes 
Families at the high income levels more often owned their homes, 
more often lived in single-family detached houses, had larger homes, 
paid higher rents, and had more modern conveniences in their homes 
than did families with less income. 
The proportionate number of families owning their homes in-
creased as size of income increased. Only one-fourth of the families 
with incomes under $1000 owned their homes compared with three-
fourths of those having $3500 and over. (Table 18, Fig. 9). 
The amount of rent paid increased consistently as size of income 
increased. Families with incomes under $1000 paid an average of 
$13 per month while those with incomes of $3500 and over paid 
almost three times as much or $38. Likewise, owner families with 
less than $1000 income estimated the rental value of their homes to 
be $14 while that estimated by families receiving $3500 and over 
was $40 per month. Even though the rent and rental values in-
creased so markedly, the proportion of total income spent for housing 
tended to decrease with increase in income. (Tables 19, and 20). 
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Families with incomes of $3000 and over lived in single detached 
houses somewhat more often than did families with less than $1000. 
A larger proportion of families with incomes under $1000 and $3000 
and over lived in two-family dwellings than did families at other 
income levels. 
The average number of rooms increased from 4.1 for families with 
less than $1000 to 6.5 rooms for families with $3500 and over. The 
average number of rooms per person also increased. (Table 22). 
The effect of size of income on frequency with which families had 
facilities characteristic of a modern house was marked. Only 11 
per cent of the families with incomes under $1000 but 100 per cent 
of those with incomes of $3500 and over had all these facilities. 
Approximately 20 per cent of all families with less than $1500 and 
92 per cent of those with $3000 and over had all these facilities. 
With the exception of electricity, which all owners had, owning 
families at the lower and higher levels may have sacrificed facilities 
for the privilege of owning since at the $1000, $2500, and $3000 levels 
a larger proportion of renters than of owners had each of the 
facHities. They also more often had all of them. ('l'able 23, Fig. 10) . 
Dwellings of Families of Different Size and Composition 
Homes were owned by approximately one-half of the families hav-
ing only husband and wife. Families with at least one person 16 
years or over (Types IV and V) were home owners more often than 
families having one or more children under 16 years. Families 
with three and four children under 16 owned homes less often than 
the other groups. This group had the lowest family income. (Table 
18). 
The amount of rent paid by tenants and the rental value of owned 
homes va:ded only slightly with size and composition of family. 
Larger families occupied single detached dwellings more often 
than did the smaller .ones. Almost 84 per cent of the families with 
only husband and wife but 100 per cent of those with three or 
four children under 16 years occupied this type of house. Only 
10 families with children occupied apartments. (Table 21). 
The size of the family affected size of dwelling somewhat since 
families having five or six members occupied homes averaging 5.1 
and 5.5 rooms while dwellings of families with two members averaged 
4.6 rooms. However, families with two members had an average 
of 2.1 rooms per person while families with five and six members 
had only about one room per person. The larger families also had 
all the facilities of a modern house less frequently than did smaller 
families. (Tables 22, 23). 
.56 MrssouRr AGRICULTURAl, ExPERIMENT STATION 
PROVISIONS FOR THE FUTURE 
Since a study of the economic status of families would not be 
.complete without information concerning the provisions they make 
for the future, an effort was made in this study to find to what 
extent and how the families were making provisions for emergencies 
.and for old age. 
Although data concerning provisions made for the future were 
not complete, what the families were able to provide was indicated 
.at several points. The extent to which their money income was 
.secured from investments and the like indicated what they had ac-
quired in the past. Their surpluses and deficits, during the year 
:Studied, showed the current balance between their money income 
and expenditures. Payments on life insurance and on mortgages 
on owned homes, structural additions to owned homes, and the 
investments made during the current year indicated how much they 
were able to provide for the future from current income. 
Money Income From Property and Pensions 
Apparently most of the families had not been able to build up 
·sources of money income which were free from personal risks since 
only 12 per cent had money income during the year studied from 
stocks, bonds, or other loans, from real estate, from businesses out-
side their occupations, or from pensions or annuities. Although 
:some families may have had investments which did not provide a 
money income during the year studied, the extent of such invest-
ments was in all probability small. 
Although 12 per cent of the families had money incomes from the 
sources mentioned above, the proportional amount of income received 
was very small, constituting only 1.8 per cent of the total money in-
eeome of all families. It was, however, 9.5 per cent of the money 
incomes of families receiving · money from such sources. 
·TABLE 24.-NUMBER AND PROPORTION OF FAMILIES HAVING INCOME FROM 
PROPERTY AND PENSIONS AND AVERAGE INCOME RECEIVED ACCORDING 
Bases of 
Classification 
.Location 
TO LOCATION AND OCCUPATION OF FAMILY. 
Pensions, Interest, 
Rents Annuities Dividends P;_r..:..ofi_t"-s--:--
Av. Av. Av. Av. 
Per In· Per In· Per In· Per In· 
No. cent come No. cent come· No. cent come No. cent come 
Columbia . . . . . . . 20 9.1 $218 6 2.7 $375 8 3.6 $88 1 0.4 $2340 
Moberly . . . . . . . . 10 4.6 103 3 1.4 450 1 0.5 15 2 0.9 218 
·Occupation 
Clerical .. .. .. .. 17 10.8 224 3 1.9 
Wage-earning . • 13 4.7 123 6 2.2 
194 4 2.5 96 1 0.6 
500 5 1.8 66 2 0.7 
225 
1270 
All Families 30 6.9 $180 9 2.1 $398 9 2.1 $79 0.7 $ 922 
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Thirty families, or almost 7 per cent, received income from owned 
property, these rents amounting to an average of $180 per family. 
Nine families also had income in the form of interest and dividends 
amounting to an average of $79 per family ranging from $4 to $200. 
Only three families had profits from business enterprises which 
netted an average of $922 per family. One family had $200, another 
$225, and one $2340. (Table 24). 
Pensions and annuities also indicated some provisions for the 
future. Nine families had incomes from these sources, the average 
value of which was $398, ranging in amounts from $144 to $1200. 
Net SurP'luses and Deficits36 
Almost· four-fifths of the families included in the study had net 
surpluses, that is, money income exceeded current expenditures. 
These surpluses amounted to an average of $266 per family. The 
remaining one-fifth of the families spent more than their money 
income and incurred net deficits averaging $205 per family. All 
families combined had a net average surplus of $167 or 11 per cent 
of their total money income. (Table 25, Fig. 11). 
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Fig. H.-Distribution of families having surpluses and deficits according to income level. 
.. A net surplus resulted from an increase in assets and/or a decrease in liabilities. A net 
deficit resulted from a decrease in assets and/or an increase in liabilities. Changes in market 
value of assets without sale were not included. 
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TABLE 25.-NET CHANGE IN FAMiLY ASSETS AND LrABi:LITIES ACCORDiNG TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND 
SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Average Average Average Average Annual ~ 
Number Size Net Net Surplus Deficit Net Change (1 ) H 1J1 
Bases of of of Money Money .Per cent Average Per cent Average Per cent 1J1 
Classification Families Family Income Expense Families Amount Families Amount Amount Income 0 q 
Location ~ H 
Columbia .......... 220 3.5 $1514 $1373 74.5 $263 25.5 $243 $135 8.9 
Moberly ........... 216 3.4 1505 1301 83.3 269 16.7 147 200 13.3 p... 
0 
Occupation ~ 
Clerical .... ..•••... 157 3.4 1717 1518 77.1 320 22.9 248 190 11.1 
..... 
0 
W age·earning ...... 279 3.4 1393 1236 79.9 237 20.1 178 154 11.0 q 
t" 
Income Level 1-3 
Under $1000 ....... 124 3.3 701 723 69.4 33 30.6 138 -19 - 2.7 q 
$1000-$1499 ........ 104 3.4 1171 1158 70.2 118 29.8 234 13 1.1 ~ 
1500- 1999 82 3.5 1635 1490 86.6 203 13.4 233 145 8.8 > ........ t" 
2000· 2499 
········ 
63 3.6 2072 1723 85.7 390 14.3 247 299 14.4 
2500· 2999 ........ 26 3.5 2498 1910 92.3 662 7.7 172 598 23.9 t;j 
3000· 3499 24 3.4 3043 2364 95.8 754 4.2 1265 670 22.0 ~ 
3500 and o;,~; ·: ::: 13 4.1 3621 2766 100.0 875 ... . .. 875 24.2 '1l 
i'j 
Family Size and Composi· ~ 
tion(2) ..... j;:: 
Family Type I .... 105 2.0 1368 1178 81.9 268 18.1 160 190 13.9 i'j 
" 
.. II .... 88 3.0 1421 1256 75.0 254 25.0 168 149 10.5 z 
" III .... 63 4.0 1580 1467 74.6 224 25.4 247 10"5 6.6 1-3 
" IV ... . 109 3.5 1583 1353 86.2 306 13.8 275 226 14.3 
" v .... 55 5.4 1748 1612 74.5 270 25.5 234 142 8.1 U2 
" VI .... 14 5.4 1375 1314 64.3 149 35.7 121 52 3.8 1-3 > 
All Families ........... 436 3.4 $1510 $1338 78.9 $266 21.1 $205 $167 11.0 1-3 H 0 
(I) Negative amounts indicate a net deficit; positive amounts, a net surplus. Average annual net change in assets and liabilities may not equal the exact z 
difference between money income and money expense. In accepting a schedule an error of 5 per cent of the income or expenditures, whichever 
was greater, was permitted. 
(2) Exclusive of two families of type VII. 
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Life Insurance Premiums Paid 
Three-fourths of the families paid premiums on life insurance 
andjor annuities during the schedule year.37 The average premium 
paid by the families having insurance was $96. When all families 
were considered, the average premium was $71 per family. Pay-
ments on life insurance policies were the most common method 
by far of making provision for the future since no other method 
was so generally followed. (Table 26). 
TABLE 26.-NUMBER AND PROPORTION OF FAMILIES PAYING LIFE INSURANCE 
PREMIUMS AND AVERAGE PREJMIUM PAID ACCORDING TO LOCATION, 
OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND 
COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
All Families 
Bases of 
Classification No. 
Location 
Columbia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 220 
Moberly . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 216 
Occupation 
Clerical .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. . 157 
Wage-earning . . • . . . . . . . . . . 279 
Income Level 
Under $1000 . .. . . .. . . . . .. . :24 
$1000-$1499 .. . .. .. . .. .. .. . 104 
1500· 1999 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 82 
2000· 2499 .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. 63 
2500- 2999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 
3000· 3499 . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 24 
3500 and Over . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
Family Size and Composition* 
Family Type I .......... , 105 
" " II . . . . . .. . . . . 88 
" III . . . . . . . . . . . 63 
" IV . .. .. .. .. .. 109 
v . .. .. .. .. .. 55 
" VI . . . . . • . . . . . 14 
All Families 436 
*Jo~xclusive of two families of Type VII. 
Average 
Premium 
$ 70 
72 
85 
63 
24 
51 
70 
109 
151 
166 
!65 
56 
66 
80 
77 
85 
70 
$71 
No. 
163 
160 
118 
205 
67 
77 
66 
53 
24 
24 
12 
75 
60 
47 
84 
44 
12 
323 
Families Paying 
Insurance Premiums 
Per cent 
74.1 
74.1 
7 5.2 
73.5 
54.0 
74.0 
80.5 
84.1 
92.3 
100.0 
92.3 
71.4 
68.2 
74.6 
77.1 
80.0 
85.7 
74.1 
Average 
Premium 
$ 95 
97 
113 
86 
44 
69 
87 
129 
163 
166 
178 
78 
97 
107 
100 
82 
$ 96 
Payments on Mortgages on Owned Homes and Structural Additions 
to Owned Homes 
As already mentioned, 29 per cent of the families had homes 
completely paid for as a bulwark against the future. In addition, 
13.5 per cent had homes which were mortgaged. All but two of these 
families made payments on these mortgages during the year studied, 
the average payment having amounted to $187. Eighteen families, 
or 10 per cent of the home owners, had made structural additions to 
their houses costing on the average $226 for those making such 
additions. (Table 27). 
~7 ~rbe premiums on health and accident insurance were listed as expenditures for medical care 
and those for furniture and real estate with the respective groups of these commodities. 
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TABLE 27.-NUMBER AND PROPORTION OF OWNED HOMES MORTGAGED, AVERAGE 
ANNUAL PAYMENT ON MORTGAGE PRINCIPAL, AND NUMBER AND 
PROPORTION OF FAMILIES MAKING STRUCTURAL ADDITIONS TO 
OWNED HOMES AND AVERAGE EXPENSE ACCORDING TO 
LOCATION, OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE 
AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Number 
of Families \Vitb 
Families __ JI._1...:_o_rt-"g';,a~;o.rre'-d_H_o_,m,-e_s __ 
Families Making Structural 
Additions to Homes 
Ba ses of 
Classification 
Owning Per Average 
Homes Number cent Payment 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Occupation 
87 
97 
Clerical . . . . . . . . • . . . . 72 
Wage-earning 112 
I ncome Level 
Under $1000 32 
$1000-$1499 39 
1500- 1999 ... - ... . . 32 
2000· 2499 . . . . . . . . . 41 
2500- 2999 15 
3000- 3499 . . . . • . . . . 15 
3500 and Over . . . . . . 10 
Family Size and Composi-
tion* 
Family Type I 52 
" " II 31 
" III 24 
IV 51 
v 51 
VI 4 
Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 184 
32 
27 
24 
35 
8 
11 
14 
17 
2 
6 
1 
18 
6 
10 
13 
10 
2 
59 
*Exclusive of two families of Type VII. 
36.8 
27 .8 
33..1 
31.3 
25.0 
28.2 
43 .8 
41.5 
13.3 
40.0 
10.0 
34.6 
19.4 
41.7 
25.5 
45.5 
50.0 
32.1 
$181 
193 
209 
171 
75 
184 
198 
205 
176 
375 
146 
166 
194 
188 
200 
195 
214 
$187 
P er 
Number cent 
9 
9 
7 
11 
3 
3 
3 
2 
1 
6 
6 
3 
2 
4 
3 
18 
10.3 
9.3 
9.7 
9.8 
9.4 
9.4 
7.3 
13.3 
6.7 
60.0 
11.5 
9.7 
8.3 
7.8 
13.6 
9.8 
Families Having Deficits at End of Year Studied 
Average 
Expense 
$272 
180 
281 
191 
19 
183 
197 
187 
200 
382 
132 
205 
179 
318 
345 
$226 
Since 90 families or approximately one-fifth of the entire group 
apparently incurred deficits during the year, their resources were 
studied in somewhat greater detail than were those of families hav-
ing surpluses.38 
The average total net income of these families with deficits varied 
from $300 to $3100, the average having been $1203. Forty per cent 
had incomes less than $1000 and 35 per cent had between $1000 and 
$1500, making 75 per cent with incomes less than $1500. The average 
net money income was $1150 per family. The average size of family 
was 3.57 and the total net income per capita was $336. Thus it 
appears that these families had somewhat sm;1ller incomes and 
slightly larger families than did all the families included in the study 
which may have made it more difficult to balance income and ex-
pense.39 
••In the case of 16 families, the amount of error made in estimating income and expenses, 
which did not in any case exceed 5 per cent, was as large or larger than the net deficit. 
Some of these families may, therefore, have approximately balanced income and expenditures. 
Since it was impossible to determine where the error was made, it was impossible to determine 
the exact status of these families. They are included, however, in the following analysis of 
families with deficits. 
••The average total net income for the entire group was $1601, . the average number of 
persons per family was 3.43, and the per capita income was $466. The average total net money 
income for all families was $1510. 
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Two-thirds of these families had expenses which were consider-
ably higher than the average of the entire group for one or more 
groups of commodities and services. These unusual expenses prob-
ably in large part accounted for the fact that families were not able 
to balance their budgets for the year. With the exception of ex-
pense for medical care, the majority of these expenses were for 
durable consumption goods which increased their real assets. 
Twenty-six families purchased automobiles ranging in gross price 
from $25 to $1361, the average price having been $554. The purchase 
of different articles of equipment and furnishings was also quite 
extensive. Ten purchased refrigerators, ranging in price from $66 to 
$202, the average being $158; 11 purchased radios costing from $26 
to $139; 6 purchased washing machines; 2 bought sewing machines; 
and 4 bought vacuum cleaners. One family purchased a piano and 
10 purchased other furniture costing from $48 to $218. 'l'wo families 
repaired their furnaces at expenses of $354 and $256. 
Twenty-o·ne families had unusually high expense for medical care 
ranging from $54 to $8:33, with an average of $177 per family, three-
fifths having had expenses over $100. Five families contributed 
amounts ranging from $96 to $200 for the support of dependent 
relatives living outside the family group. One family had $800 
expense incidental to settling an estate. 
The families who incurred deficits used various means of securing 
money or credit. For the most part they took money from savings 
or checking accounts, had charge accounts at stores, left other ex-
penses such as doctor bills unpaid, and incurred installment obliga-
tions. Some borrowed money from banks, insurance companies, 
small loan companies, and individuals.40 Some cashed soldiers' 
bonuses or spent money received from sale of real estate or business, 
or from loans which had been repaid. A few surrendered insurance 
policies. One family with a money income of $1170 and expenditures 
of $1576 cashed an insurance policy of twenty years standing to 
secure $4QO for current expenses. In addition, they owed at the 
end of the year $160 on installment purchases-$140 for an automo-
bile and $20 for a bicycle. Only seven families increased their 
deposits in savings or checking accounts as contrasted with 22 who 
decreased them. However, those who decreased bank accounts to 
purchase goods may have saved during previous years for these 
particular purchases. (Table 28) . 
Payments on life insurance policies was the most common method 
which these families who incurred deficits used to increase their 
"Of the Z3 families who borrowed cash, 8 or 35 per cent had borrowed from small loan com· panies. The legal rate of interest of these companies in Missouri is 36 per cent per year for loans of less than $100 and 30 per cent for loans from $100 to $300. 
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assets, 60 per cent of the families paying premiums averaging $80 
per family. However, the proportion paying for life insurance was 
lower and the average amount paid was less for the group than 
for the entire 436 families studied. 
TABLE 28.-SOURCES OF MONEY OR CREDIT OF 90 FAMILIES HAVING DEFICITS 
AT END OF YEAR STUDIED. 
Number 
Sources Families 
Soldiers' bonus cashed . . . . .... .. ..... . ... 0 • • • • 6 
Loans made by family repaid ........•....... , . 3 
Sale of business or p ropert y . .. ...... 0 •••• 0 • • • • 4 
Decrease in savings accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 
Decrease in checking accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 
Increase in charge accounts .... ... . ...... . . . 0 • 0 16 
Increase in bills other than charge accounts . 0 0.. 16 
Increase in installment payments due . . . . . . . . . . 32 
Loans from insurance companies, banks, small 
loan compani es . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 
Loans from individuals .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. 5 
Insurance policies cashed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 
Insurance policies settled . 0 •••••• 0 0, •• 0 ••• 0. 0 0. 2 
Back taxes unpaid .. 0 0 •• • ••••• • •••••••••••••• 0 2 
Back rents unpaid ..... . . ... , ........... 0 0 •• 0 0 4 
Amounts Per F amily 
Average 
$590 
132 
285 
180 
362 
86 
125 
193 
286 
205 
165 
425 
30 
44 
Range 
$ 50- 1500 
50- 180 
100- 424 
25- 400 
50- 1200 
20- 160 
10- 650 
10- 650 
32- 700 
35- 300 
so- 40o 
150- 700 
20- 40 
7- 70 
Provisions Made for the Future by Columbia and Moberly Families 
Columbia families received an average of $57 in non-earned money 
and Moberly families received $19 from this source. The former 
had more money from rents than the latter and the Moberly families 
received more from pensions and annuities than did Columbia 
families. (Table 29). 
Moberly families saved on the average 13.3 per cent of their in-
come or $200 per family and Columbia families saved 8.9 per cent or 
$135 per family. Columbia families less often had net surpluses and 
more often had deficits than did Moberly families. Both groups of 
families had about the same average amount of surplus. 'l'he average 
deficit of Columbia families was $243 and that of Moberly families 
was $147. (Table 25). 
The extent of home ownership was very similar in the two com-
munities. In Columbia 37 per cent of owned homes were mortgaged 
and in Moberly 28 per cent. 'rhe average payments made on mort-
gages were very similar. Columbia families who made structural 
additions to their homes during the year studied spent an average of 
$272 while 1\foberly families spent $180. (Table 27). 
Provisions Made for the Future by Families of Wage Earners and 
Clerical Wo·rkers 
Clerical families on the whole seemed to have been able to make 
somewhat more provision for the future than did those of wage 
earners. Clerical families received more money income, spent more 
for current living, and saved more than wage-earners' families. 
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However, although the former saved $190 and the latter $154, these· 
sums were each 11 per cent of their incomes. 
Proportionally a few more of the clerical families had deficits and 
a few less had surpluses than did the wage-earners' families. The 
average surplus of the former was $83 greater than that of Moberly 
families and the average deficit was $70 more. (Table 25). 
Although clerical workers did not have insurance more often than 
wage earners, they paid annual premiums averaging $113 as con-
trasted with $86 paid by wage earners indicating that the former 
had more protection. (Table 26). 
Families of clerical workers owned their homes more often than 
did those of wage earners. Although their homes were mortgaged 
slightly more frequently, they made payments on these mortgages 
averaging $209 while wage earners' payments amounted to an 
average of $171. The former made structural additions costing $281 
per family and the latter, 191 per family. (Table 27). 
Relation of Size of Income to Provisio,ns Made for the Future 
As would be expected, families at the higher income levels were 
able to make better provision for the future than those at the lower 
levels. They had more income free from personal risks, they had 
accumulated more savings, less frequently :finished the year with 
deficits, more often had life insurance and paid larger premiums. 
They owned their homes more frequentl y and made higher payments 
on those mortgaged. 
Although less than one per cent of the families with incomes under 
$1500 had any income in the form of interest and dividends, 8 per 
cent of those with incomes of $3000 and over had this kind of money 
income. No families with incomes less than $2000 but 3 families 
with incomes of $2000 or over received profits. The proportion of 
families having income from rents also increased as size of income 
increased. Only 4 per cent of those with less than $1000 but 15 per 
cent of those with $3500 and over had money from this source. The 
proportion of money income from rents also increased as size of 
income increased. (Appendix, Tables 29 and 30). 
On the other hand, pensions and annuities were more common in 
the lower income groups. Almost 3 per cent of the families with 
incomes under $2000 but none over $2000 had income from pensions 
or annuities. 
The size of the income was the most important factor affecting the 
ability of the families to accumulate savings. On the average, 
families with incomes below $1000 were not able to make their money 
expenses come within their incomes. Families with incomes between 
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$1000 and $1500 were about able to break even. They saved an 
average of $13 or one per cent of their incomes. When families had 
incomes between $1500 and $2000, they accumulated an average of 
$145 in excess of their expenditures or 8.8 per cent of their money 
income. Almost one-fourth of the money income was saved by 
families with incomes of $2500 and over. (Table 25). 
At all income levels, some families were able to end the year with 
a surplus. Also at all but the highest levels, some families incurred 
deficits. However, the proportions of families having a surplus was 
larger at the high income levels. Although the average difference 
between money income and expense of all families with incomes 
under $1000 showed a deficit, about 70 per cent of those families had 
an average surplus of $33. The proportion of families with deficits 
was smaller at the higher income levels than at the lower levels. 
Thirty per cent of the families with incomes under $1000 had deficits 
averaging $138 but only 5 per cent of those with incomes of $2500 
had de:ficits. One family in this group had a deficit of $1265. (Table 
25). 
The proportion of families paying life insurance premiums in-
creased as the size of income increased. Slightly over one-half o£ the 
families with incomes under $1000 and three-fourths o£ those with 
incomes between $1000 and $1500 had expense for insurance. Of the 
families receiving incomes of $1500 and over, 86 per cent had in-
surance expense while all but three of the families with incomes of 
$2500 and over had such. expense. The average size of premium paid 
per family increased steadily with increase in size of income. Fami-
lies at the lowest income level paid an average of only $44 for in-
surance while those at the highest levels paid four times as much 
or an average of $178. (Table 26). 
As mentioned in an earlier section, the proportion of families 
owning their homes increased steadily with increase of income.39 
The proportion of families having mortgages, however, did not vary 
consistently with size of income. Only one family with an income 
of $3500 and over, about one-tenth of the families at that income 
level, had a mortgage. This family paid $146 on the principal. 
One-fourth of the home-owning families with incomes under $1000 
had mortgages, paying an average of $75 on the principle during 
the year studied. Those with incomes between $1500 and $2000 had 
the highest proportion of mortgages. They made an average pay-
ment of $198. (Table 27). 
•• See page 54. 
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Relation of Size and Composition of Family to Provisions Made for 
the Future 
Although the larger families on the whole tended to have larger 
incomes than the smaller families, they were not able to make as 
much provision for the future. The larger families saved less of their 
money income than did small ones. ]'or example, although families 
with 5 or 6 members (Type V) had a higher average income than 
families with 3 or 4 members (Type IV) the former group was able 
to save only 8.1 per cent of their income or $142 while the latter 
group saved·14.3 per cent or $226. Although families with husband 
and wife only (Type I) received about the same amount of money 
income as families with three or four children under 16 (Type VI) 
they saved $190 or 13.9 per cent of their income as compared with 
$52 or 3.8 per cent saved by the latter group. (Table 25). 
There was a tendency among those families having deficits for the 
smaller deficits to occur in families of smallest sizes. However, a 
smaller average deficit was incurred by families with 5 or 6 members 
(Type VI) than by families with three or four members (Type IV) 
even though the net money income per capita income of the latter 
was $425 as contrasted with $255 of Type V. 
The larger families tended to have expense for insurance more 
often than smaller families. The number of children under 16 years 
of age also affected the proportion of families having insurance. 
For example, 68 per cent of those with one child under 16 (Type II) 
had expense for insurance, while 86 per cent of those with three or 
four children (Type VI) under 16 had such expense. The size of 
premiums paid seemed to have been influenced more by size of in-
come than by size and composition of family. The premiums paid 
annually by families of different sizes and composition varied from 
$78 to $107. (Table 26). 
The small families owned homes more frequently than the larger 
ones and they tended to have mortgages on their homes less often. 
From 42 to 50 per cent of the home-owning families with 3 or 4 mem-
bers (Types III, V, and VI) had mortgages while 35 per cent of those 
with 2 members (Type 1) and only 19 per cent with three members 
(Type II) had mortgaged homes. The average amounts paid an-
nually on the mortgages did not vary consistently with the size of 
family. (Table 27). 
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SUMMARY OF DATA SHOWING INFLUENCE OF LOCATION, 
OCCUPATION, SIZE OF INCOME AND FAMILY ON 
INCOMES AND EXPENDITURES OF FAMILIES 
Influence of Location 
The location of the family seemed to have little significance when 
the income and expenditures of the 220 families in Columbia were 
compared with those of 216 families in Moberly. There was little 
difference in the averag·e income of both groups, that of Columbia 
being $1623 and that of Moberly $1579. Although the Columbia 
families had a slightly higher average income, they also had a 
larger number of persons per family, and as a result the per capita 
income of Columbia families >vas slightly lower than that of the 
Moberly group. 
There was much similarity in the expenditure patterns of the 
families in the two cities. The location of the family seemed to in-
fluence the amount and the proportion spent for shelter more than 
any other group of expenditure items. That costs for shelter were 
higher in Columbia than in Moberly was indicated by the facts that 
tenants in Columbia paid more rent, the r ental value of owned homes 
was higher, and other costs of shelter required a larger portion of 
the total expenditure in Columbia than in Moberly. This difference 
may be explained by the unusual demand for housing in Columbia 
created by a proportionally large student population. 
The Columbia families had somewhat greater economic family re-
sponsibilities than the Moberly families, used a slightly larger 
proportion of their money income for current living, and were not 
able to save quite as large a proportion. 
Influence of Occupation 
When classed by occupation, the 157 clerical families received a 
somewhat higher average income than the 279 wage-earning families, 
the average incomes having been $1836 and $1469 respectively. Two 
factors probably explain this difference at least to some extent. 
First, although both groups had about the same average number 
of members, a larger proportion of these members contributed to 
the money income in the clerical group than in the wage-earning 
group. And, second, the husbands in the clerical families earned 
higher incomes partly due in all probability to the fact that they 
had more formal education. 
There was little difference in the expenditure patterns of the two 
groups although clerical families received the higher incomes. On 
the other hand, the burden on their incomes was quite similar to 
that of wage-earning families. The clerical families spent more in 
RESEARCH BULLETIN 318 67 
actual dollars but about the same proportions of the total expendi-
ture for the various expense items. The main differences occurred 
in expenses for food and for shelter. The wage-earning families 
spent the higher proportion for food, while clerical families spent 
the higher proportion for shelter. 
As in the case of expenditures, the clerical families saved a greater 
amount in dollars but the same proportionate amount of their aver-
age income as did the wage-earning families. Thus it is evident that 
the additional income received by clerical families was fairly well 
distributed among the different expense items and the savings. 
Influence of Income 
The study of influence of location and occupation of families as 
well as that of income indicated that it was size of income rather 
than location or occupation which influenced most the expenditure 
pattern and the savings of families. 
The average amount spent for each of the classes of commodities 
and services increased from one income level to the next hig·her 
one in all but a few cases. 1'he proportion of the total expenditures 
used for each expense class, however, varied in a different manner 
with an increase in size of income. 
Changes in the proportions spent for the various groups of com-
modities and services as size of income changed indicated the im-
portance of income as a factor influencing expenditures. The 
proportion spent for food declined, while that for clothing increased 
with incomes up to $3000 and then dropped slightly. 'rhe proportion 
of all expenses needed for shelter tended to decline although rent 
was the only item which tended to decline consistently. 'rhe pro-
portionate expense for all other items, commonly classed as miscel-
laneous items, increased steadily, more than doubling the relative 
proportion of the expenditures used from the lowest to the highest 
income level. However, it should be pointed out that the major item 
causing this increase was the automobile, the proportion for this 
expense increasing about five times. 1'he proportions spent for other 
items in this group tended to increase only slightly, those for re-
creation and gifts, welfare, and taxes showing the greatest increases. 
The ability to provide for the future as indicated by average net 
changes in assets and liabilities was dependent very largely upon size 
of income. On the whole, families receiving incomes less than $1500 
either ended the year with a deficit or with a very small surplus. In 
families with incomes of $1500 and over, the amount saved increased 
steadily with size of income from an average of $145 to $875 or from 
8.8 per cent to 24.2 per cent of income. 
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Influence of Family Size and Composition 
The size and composition of the family seemed to be an influencing 
factor on the expenditure pattern to a greater degree than either 
the location or the occupation of the family but not as great as the 
influence of income. 
The number of families included in the study was too small to 
permit an analysis of the influence of size and composition inde-
pendent of income. However, certain facts do indicate the influence 
of these characteristics of the family. For example, although families. 
with five or six members had higher incomes that those with two 
members, they spent a larger proportion of their income for food 
than did the smaller families. Furthermore the money value of food 
per expenditure unit was $0.088 per meal for this group while that 
for two-member families was $0.158. Likewise, the larger families 
with higher incomes spent only $31 per capita for clothing and the 
two-member families spent $49 per person. 
The proportion of the income saved was also influenced by the 
size and composition of the family. The larger families required a 
greater proportion of their incomes for current living expenses and 
thus had less savings proportionally than did smaller families. 
SOME IMPLICATIONS OF THE DATA TO FAMILIES AND 
TO EDUCATORS 
Although the direct applicability of the facts secured is limited 
to the specific families studied, they contributed to the picture of 
the economic situation of families dependent upon wage-earning 
arrd clerical occupations. They also serve as the source of some 
implications which may be used advantageously in promoting the 
welfare of families in these occupations. 
The groups which might be concerned with such data regarding· 
income and expenditures of families as have been presented in this: 
study were pointed out in the opening paragraphs. Although very 
important, no attempt will be made here to point out implications 
of the facts in this study to agriculturalists, manufacturers, or dis-
tributors. However, some implications are presented which should be 
of interest to individual families who wish to study and evaluate 
their own economic situations and to home economists and others 
seeking to aid families in achieving a satisfactory living. 
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The Necessity of Taking into Consideration the Size of Income of 
Families in Studying Their Economic Situations and in Planning 
for Their Future.-The study has indicated throughout the differ-
ences in economic situations including the sources of income, the 
spending patterns, and the ability to provide for the future which 
exist between families at different income levels. These differences 
must always be kept in mind and extreme care should be taken to 
avoid generalizing too freely and building progra~s too extensively 
upon the behaviors indicated by the averages of all families. Al-
though arrived at by the study of all families, they represent the 
patterns of only a fairly small proportion of families. 
Importance of Families with Incomes under $1500.-The fact that 
families with incomes under $1000 are more common than those of 
any other income level and that the majority of families have less 
than $1500 indicates that particular attention must be given to those 
groups if educational resources are to be used to the best advantage 
and if the greatest number of families are to be benefitted by educa-
tional efforts. Not only do these families constitute the largest group 
numerically but they are for the most part the least favored as to re-
sources, both tangible and intangible. 
Desirability of Finding Ways and Means of Supplementing Money 
Income With Non-Money Income.-The numerical importance of 
families whose total net incomes were under $1500 and the relative 
importance of goods purchased with money indicate that real income 
of families secured from sources other than expenditure of money 
should be given considerable attention. 
The small proportion of families producing any food for them-
selves even at the low income levels and the small total money 
value of this food indicate the possibility of increasing this source 
of real income even in small cities. The wise use of the home-
maker's time, energy, and skills in producing goods at home, the 
utilization of energies of other members of the family, the provision 
and use of community facilities such as libraries, playgrounds, and 
the like should also be stressed or promoted. 
Need for Considering Families Above the Average in Size.-Al-
though the average size of families lies between 3 and 4 members and 
although the majority of families have two or three members, the 
majority of persons are in families of four or more members. Al-
though some of the larger families may have larger incomes than the 
smaller ones, the income is usually not in proportion to size of family. 
This means that the money available for each person is usually con-
siderably less than in the smaller families. Fewer dollars are avail-
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able for each person for clothes, the cost per meal per person is less, 
and the space available per person is smaller. If these families are to 
be adequately fed, clothed, and housed on what they have to spend, 
special attention must be given to ways and means by which it can 
be accomplished. 
With Limitations, Data from Families of Wage Earners and 
Clerical Workers in One Community May in General be Applied in 
Another Community.-This study seems to indicate that taking into 
consideration possible differences in incomes and general character-
istics of communities, data regarding incomes and expenditures from 
families in these two occupations available in one community may be 
used in other similar communities for which data are not available. 
This would eliminate the necessity of making detailed statistical 
studies of each specific community in which it is desirable to analyze 
economic situations of families. 
The Importance of Food Expenditures to All Families.-'l'he fact 
that expense for food is more important at all income levels than any 
other single group of commodities and services, and particularly 
its dominance of the expenditures of famil ies at low income levels, 
together with the importance of an adequate diet in promoting the 
well-being of families indicate the higher place it should command 
in the consideration of families themselves and of those working with 
families. 
Studies showing the relative small proportion of good diets 
achieved by families with even fairly liberal amounts of money avail-
able show the great need for more extensive information and the 
better use of facts necessary to secure good diets. This study clearly 
indicates that this need increases as families have less money to 
spend and as the sizes of their families increase. 
Need for Directing Attention to Expenditures for Household 
Operation.-The comparatively large proportion of the total expense 
required for household operation indicates that very probably a 
need exists for finding ways and means of spending this money 
efficiently. This means securing the most for the money spent or 
finding ways of reducing expenditures of money which could then 
be used for other items. Home economists in the past have very 
largely neglected this important group of family expenditures. 
Importance of Securing Maximum Satisfaction from Money Avail-
able for Clothing in Large Families and .in Families at Low Income 
Levels.-The urgency of expenses for food and shelter at the low 
income levels means that relatively less is available for clothing than 
at higher levels. The expanding proportion of their expenditures 
which families allot to clothing as their incomes increase in size 
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indicates their dissatisfaction with what they have at the low levels. 
This can readily be understood when it is found as in this study 
that on the average, families with incomes under $1000 clothed be-
tween three and four members at a total expense of $60 per year, 
or $18 per person. Likewise, the larger families who must divide 
their clothing money among five or six members have relatively 
small amounts for each member. 
'fhus families themselves and those working with families must qf 
necessity search diligently to find ways and means of spending these 
small amounts so as to secure maximum satisfactions. 
Necessity for Evaluating Expenditures for Different Groups of 
Commodities and Services.-Because wants of almost all families 
exceed their ability in terms of income to satisfy these wants families. 
must make choices in determining which wants will be satisfied. 
Many families would perhaps be benefitted by a more conscious 
evaluation of their wants before spending money income than they 
now practice. For example, the relat ively high proportion of their 
total expense which is used for the automobile by the high income 
groups, being exceeded only by foods , might indicate to some the 
desirability for conscious evaluation of satisfactions received from 
this expense in contrast with satisfactions received from other ex-
penditures. Likewise the fact that expense for tobacco exceeds that 
for formal education and for reading at all income levels, being 
particularly noticeable at the lower levels, might also in the minds of 
some at least indicate a need for evaluation of satisfactions received. 
Such facts as these might also suggest to those working with f amilies 
the desirability of finding ways of directing wants and, therefore, 
expenditures in some cases into channels which would result in more 
lasting satisfactions than those now being provided for. 
Necessity for Budgeting Effectively and FoHowing Wise Purchas-
ing Procedures.-It does not need to be pointed out here that the 
smaller the income the more important becomes wise planning of 
expenditures and careful purchasing. The large numbers of families 
with low incomes emphasizes the need for families to practice these 
procedures and likewise points to the urgency for developing tech-
niques and devices, such as adequate labels, which will enable 
families · to make such practices affective in use. 
Need for Evaluating Carefully the Wisdom of Home Ownership 
Particularly at Low Income Levels.-The economic responsibilities 
involved in owning homes should of course be weighed carefully 
by families at all income levels, but particularly by those with low 
incomes. The dependence of these families upon earnings, the small-
ness of the amounts they are able to save from current income, and 
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the prevalence of deficits indicate the graveness of this problem. The 
fact that in this study in the low income levels the rental value o{ 
owned homes exceeded the rents paid by tenants indicates that the 
desire for horne ownership may have led some families to attempt 
ownership of better homes than their incomes justified. 
Importance of Promo,ting Ways and Means by Which Families Can 
Secure Better Medical Care.-Although families at the low income 
levels need as much or more medical care than those at high income 
levels, their expenditures show that they are spending only a fraction 
of what the latter spend. Thus the need is indicated for developing 
means, such as group hospitalization and medical care, by which 
these families can secure more adequate care for the money they 
have to spend. Undoubtedly all income groups would welcome such 
devices. 
Desirability of Extending Information Regarding Purchase of 
Life Insurance.-Since life insurance is the most important means 
and often times the only means by which families make provision 
for the future, particular efforts should be made to be certain that 
they receive the maximum protection and benefits from their ex-
penditures. Knowledge of types and costs of life insurance and 
how it can be fitted to family needs should be greatly extended 
among families. 
Need for Studying Extent to Which Families Should Mortgage 
Future Income to Increase Real Assets.-Many families apparently 
find it necessary to pledge future income not only to purchase homes 
but also household equipment and furnishings and automobiles. In 
securing goods before money is available for paying for them, many 
factors are involved, such as urgency of need for these goods, the 
effect of their purchase on other expenditures, goods which must 
be foregone when purchasing by this method. Families should, 
therefore, learn how to study and evaluate these factors before enter-
ing upon such purchases. 
Importance of Adequate Knowledge Concerning Sources and Costs 
of Different Kinds of Consumption Credit.-Since many families ap-
parently either with or without due consideration of factors involved 
buy goods on credit or borrow money for consumption purposes, it is 
essential that they be thoroughly familiar with the sources of such 
credit, the costs of the various sources, the obligations involved, and 
the ways and means by which they may secure such credit most ad-
vantageously. 
Urgency of Making Preparations for Meeting Emergencies.-Al-
most all families regardless of size of income from time to time have 
RESEARCH BULLETIN 318 73 
certain expenditures arising particularily from emergencies which 
may often require the use of funds other than current income. As 
a result their liabilities may in many cases be increased thus in-
dicating the need for and the advantage of making preparation for 
such emergencies. 
Need for Devices for Investing Small Savings.-Since the majority 
of families are able to save only comparatively small amounts from 
current income they must be familiar with ways and means of in-
vesting these small savings to obtain maximum security and the 
maximum amount of return commensurate with safety. Since such 
devices are not common today much needs to be done to promote 
their development. 
APPENDIX 
Items Included in Each Expense Classification41 
Food.-Expense for all food consumed at home including ice 
cream, candy, soft drinks, beer, and other drinks; meals at work; 
lunches at school; meals while traveling or on vacations; other meals 
and expenses for ice cream, candy, and drinks consumed away from 
home; board at school. 
Clothing.-Expense for purchase, dry cleaning, and other upkeep, 
excluding laundry, of all types of wearing apparel, including uni-
forms not furnished by employer. 
Housing.-Expense incurred for all housing used during the 
schedule year including owned or rented family homes, vacation 
homes, and lodging of family members while away from home, such 
as lodging while traveling or on vacation and rent at school. Ex-
penditures of families renting homes included total rent incurred 
after deduction of rental concessions, plus repairs paid for by family 
without reimbursement by the landlord. Expenditures of home 
owners included interest on mortgages, refinancing charges, taxes 
payable but not back taxes, special assessments as for street improve-
ments, repairs, and replacements, insurance premiums on homes. 
Structural additions to be the home, improvements which were not 
just replacements, and payments for amortization of mortgages were 
considered an increase in assets, not an expenditure. 
Household Operation.-Expense for fuel for heating, cooking, and 
horne plant; for electricity; lighting, refrigeration; paid household 
help; telephone; laundry supplies and laundry sent out; stationery, 
postage, telegrams, greeting cards, pencils, pens, ink for household 
use; express, freight, drayage, moving of household goods ; water, 
"See "Family Incomes and Expenditures", Plains and Mountain Regions, Part I, Family Income, Urban and Village Series. U. S. Dept. of Agriculture, Miscellaneous Publication, 
No. 345, 1939, pp. 321·329. 
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rent, household supplies, such as scouring materials, matches, toilet 
paper, paper napkins and towels, shelf and waxed paper, clothes 
pins and clothes lines, lawn seeds, cut flowers, rent of post office box. 
Furnishings and Equipment.-Expense for furniture and for 
kitchen, cleaning, and laundry equipment; tableware such as glass, 
china, silverware; floor coverings; household textiles, such as linens, 
beddings, curtains, furniture; miscellaneous items, such as window 
shades, luggage, lamps; cleaning, repairs, and insurance on furniture. 
Automobile.-Net purchase price of new or used automobiles 
bought during the schedule year, expense for maintenance and 
operation, accessories, rentals, fines, automobile insurance, taxes, 
parking and garage fees. Proportion chargeable to business was 
deducted. 
Other Transportation.-Expense for all family travel and trans-
portation other than by family automobile, such as bus, trolley and 
taxi to work, school, or shopping; travel, except for business, by 
railroad, inter-urban bus and trolley, boats, and airplanes. This also 
included purchase and upkeep of motorcycle, horse and carriage, 
boat, or other conveyance, other deduction of proportion chargeable 
to business. Expenses for bicycles, boats, or other vehicles used 
primarily for recreation were included in recreational expense. 
Personal Care.-Services, such as hair cuts, shampoos, shaves, 
manicures, facials, permanent waves; toilet articles and prepara-
tions, such as toilet soap, tooth paste, mouthwash, shaving cream 
and soap, cold cream, cosmetics, deodorants, bath salts, shampoos, 
brushes, combs, razors, files, mirrors, cleaning tissues, powder puffs, 
sanitary supplies. 
Medical Care.-Expense for physician; oculist; other specialist; 
clinic; hospital; private nurse in home; special examinations and 
tests, such as X-ray, metabolism, or blood tests; for medicines, drugs, 
exclusive of cod-liver oil and dried-milk products for children that 
are classed as food expense ; eye glasses and opticians' fees; medical 
appliances and supplies; accident and health insurance but not life 
insurance. 
Recreation.-Paid admissions for family members and guests of 
the family to movies, spectator sports, fairs, circuses, dances, amuse-
ment parks; equipment, supplies, fees, and licenses for games and 
sports; purchase and upkeep of radios and musical instruments; 
sheet music, phonograph records; photograph supplies; children's 
toys and play equipment; pets; entertaining, excluding food; dues 
tp social and recreational clubs; gambling losses; expense for hobbies 
and collections; unclassified spending money. Expense for lodging, 
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traveling, or food while on vacation or trips, and uniforms and 
other clothing used in recreational activities were excluded. 
Tobacco.-Expense for cigarettes, chewing and smoking tobacco, 
snuff, pipes, pipe cleaners, humidors, lighters, cigarette holders, ash 
trays. Smoking stands were included with furniture; smoking jackets with clothing. 
Reading.-Expense for daily and weekly newspapers, magazines, 
books for general reading, book rentals, and library fee:s, but not 
school books, picture books for young children, or techn1cal books 
· used in connection with work. 
Education.-Expense for formal education including fees for 
school tuition, laboratory, and library; school books and supplies; 
special lessons in music, dancing, and sports; other expense such as 
diploma, fees, and supplies for special lessons not classifiable as 
recreation expense. Expenses for room and board of persons attend-
ing school away from home were classed as expense for housing and 
for food. 
Gifts, Welfare, and Taxes.-Contributions to support of persons 
not members of the economic family; gifts to persons outside the 
family; contributions to community chest and other welfare agencies; 
contributions to religious organizations; poll, income, and personal 
property taxes. Following taxes were not included: Taxes on oc-
cupied owned homes, which were considered housing expense; real 
estate taxes, other than occupied owned houses, which were deducted 
from income received; automobile taxes which were considered auto-
mobile expense; sales taxes which were included as expense for 
commodity on which the tax was levied. 
Other ltems.-Interest on debts incurred for family living, other 
than mortgages on owned home; bank service charges, and safe 
deposit vault; legal expenses, not business; losses other than business 
losses; funeral and cemetery expenses. 
TABLE 29.-AVERAGID MONEY INCOME OTHER THAN EARNINGS AND NUMBER OF FAMILIES HAVING INCOME ACCORDING TO 
LOCATION, OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Number 
of 
Families 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
220 
216 
Occupation 
Clerical • . . . . . . . .. . .. .. . • 157 
Wage-earning . • . • • • • . . . . . 279 
Income Level 
Under $1000 .•...••••• . . 
$1000-$1499 .....• . .••... 
1500- 1999 ...... . .. ... . 
2000· 2499 •..•••. . ..•.. 
2500- 2999 ............ . 
3000- 3499 ............ . 
3500 and over ... . ..... . 
Family Size and Composition 
Fa<?}JY T~pe I ......... . 
II ... .. .... . 
All Families 
" III . . ....... . 
•• IV 
.. v 
" VI 
"VII 
*$0.50 or less. 
124 
104 
82 
63 
26 
24 
13 
lOS 
88 
'3 
109 
55 
14 
2 
436 
';< 
~ 
$ 57 
19 
52 
31 
17 
19 
51 
24 
36 
130 
222 
18 
19 
16 
88 
36 
35 
53 
$ 38 
Average Money Income and Losses 
" i] 
::!'<' ,.-~> 
.:·-
.... A 
$ 3 
* 
2 
I 
3 
1 
10 
IS 
4 
7 
$ 2 
"' 
.t: 
::: 
ll< 
$10 
2 
1 
9 
3 
9 
180 
2 
24 
$ 6 
"' Q 
" 1>:1 
$20 
5 
25 
6 
3 
9 
20 
7 
32 
40 
20 
5 
14 
11 
26 
1 
1 
53 
$12 
·" ..... 
s:; 
·rn g 
5.: 
ll<-<: 
$11 
6 
4 
11 
8 
1 
30 
11 
18 
31 
$ 8 
"' ~ ~
l5 
$ 6 
* 
7 
1 
6 
2 
1 
4 
4 
2 
4 
* 
5 
2 
3 
$ 3 
"' 
" 0 ... 
.§ 
u 
0 
"' ~ 
$ 9 
7 
14 
4 
1 
7 
* 
10 
* 
76 
8 
1 
2 
16 
27 
$ 8 
"' ~ 
"' 0 
..... 
$-2 
-1 
-1 
-1 
- 1 
* 
- 3 
* 
-6 
-1 
-3 
* 
-1 
-I 
-1 
$- 1 
';< 
b ['-< 
50 
40 
36 
54 
18 
14 
IS 
13 
7 
12 
11 
17 
14 
15 
26 
14 
3 
1 
90 
Number of Families Having Income and Losses 
"' i"8 
...... 
""" 
,,.-~>
..:1Ci 
8 
1 
4 
5 
2 
3 
1 
2 
1 
3 
I 
3 
2 
9 
.11 
0 
.. 
ll< 
I 
2 
I 
2 
1 
2 
"' Q 
... 
1>:1 
20 
10 
17 
13 
5 
8 
5 
4 
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I 
I 
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_., 
"'" .:·-o.'t:: 
·u;::1 
i3E Pi«: 
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3 
3 
6 
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2 
2 
2 
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.!! 
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3 
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3 
3 
4 
1 
1 
2 
1 
12 
"' 
" 0 .., 
; 
1i 
~ 
~ 
7 
21 
6 
22 
3 
3 
2 
5 
I 
8 
6 
3 
8 
7 
10 
28 
"' 
" 
"' ~ 
..... 
7 
4 
4 
7 
4 
3 
1 
I 
1 
4 
I 
2 
3 
I 
11 
-:j 
~ 
~ 
w g 
~ 
~ Q 
~ 
0 
d 
t< 
.., 
d 
~ 
tr.l 
i 
fi::: 
~ 
.., 
U2 
.., 
> .., 
H 
0 
z 
TABLE 30.-PROPORTION OF MONEY INCOME OTHER THAN EARNINGS FROM VARIOUS SOURCES AND PROPORTION OF FAMILIES 
HAVING SUCH INCOME ACCORDING TO LOCATION, OCCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, 
Bases of 
Classification 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Occupation 
Clerical . ...... ... ......• 
Wage-earning . .. , .. , .... , 
Income Level 
Under $1000 , .. , ........ . 
$1000-$1499 .......... .. . 
1500- 1999 ... . ........ . 
2000- 2499 .•.... . .. .... 
2500- 2999 ............ . 
3000- 3499 .• . ..• . •••... 
3500 and Over ...... ... . 
Family Size and Composition 
Fa~}IY T~pe I ......... . 
II ........ .. 
" III ........ .. 
:: rv ::::::::: : 
" VI .. .. .... .. 
"VII .. . .. .. .. . 
All Families 
Number 
of 
Families 
220 
216 
157 
279 
124 
104 
82 
63 
26 
24 
13 
105 
88 
63 
109 
55 
14 
2 
436 
] 
0 
f.< 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Proportion of Money Income and Losses 
"' . .., ~~ 
.,·-~> 
.:: ·-
.... o 
5.6 
0.4 
4.7 
3.9 
0.4 
6.0 
1.6 
7.7 
6.9 
4.3 
0.9 
24.1 
19.1 
4.3 
"' 
"' 8 il<
18.6 
10.4 
2.8 
29.7 
1·3:5 
24.5 
81.1 
10.9 
26.8 
16.6 
.l'l 
5 
!>: 
34.8 
25.1 
46.9 
18.6 
16.4 
48.8 
38.8 
29.0 
90.5 
30.5 
9.0 
28.7 
72.9 
70.2 
29.3 
2.5 
1.8 
100.0 
32.4 
. ., 
"'" 
,._ 
.8·3 5§ 
~><< 
17.8 
33.1 
7.2 
35.1 
45.3 
7.3 
60.0 
63.4 
20.7 
88.0 
21.5 
"' ~
(5 
10.4 
0.7 
13.3 
3.0 
35.0 
10.9 
1.3 
15.4 
3.2 
12.8 
21.4 
3.0 
5,5 
6.5 
10.2 
8.0 
"' 
" 0 
" 
" ..'! 
1l 
"' ~ 
16.5 
34.3 
27.9 
14.3 
8.6 
34.8 
0.6 
43.1 
0.8 
58.6 
3.5 
5.5 
12.0 
18.5 
75.6 
20.9 
"' 
" 
"' ~
..4 
-3.7 
-4.0 
-2.8 
- 4.6 
-5.7 
- 1.8 
-6.7 
- 1.0 
-17.4 
...:.._·o:s 
-20.1 
-0.7 
-9.3 
-0.8 
- 3.7 
- 3.7 
P roportion of Families Having Income and Losses 
"'" 1) f.< 
22.7 
18.5 
22.9 
19.4 
14.5 
13.5 
18.3 
20.6 
26.9 
50.0 
84.6 
16.2 
15.9 
23.8 
23.9 
25.5 
21.4 
50.0 
20.6 
"' . ..., 
<;; " 
"" 
,..., 
.,.-~.?; 
...,o 
3.6 
0.5 
2.5 
1.8 
1.6 
3.7 
3.8 
8.3 
7.7 
2.9 
1.1 
4.8 
3.6 
2.1 
"' 
"' 
0 p; 
0.4 
0.9 
0.6 
0.7 
1.6 
3.8 
7.7 
1.0 
1.8 
0.7 
"' 
" ~ 
9.1 
4.6 
10.8 
4.7 
4.0 
7.7 
6.1 
6.3 
ll.5 
12.5 
15.4 
4.8 
8.0 
4.8 
11.0 
1.8 
7.1 
50.0 
6.9 
... 
~-~ ·~·5 
ea 
~><< 
2.7 
1.4 
1.9 
2.2 
4.0 
1.9 
2.4 
1.9 
4.6 
14.3 
2.1 
E 
(5 
5.0 
0.5 
5.7 
1.1 
1.6 
3.8 
2.4 
4.8 
4.2 
2.9 
4.5 
1.6 
0.9 
3.6 
7.1 
2.8 
"' 
" 0 
" 
.§ 
] 
~ 
3.2 
9.7 
3.8 
7.9 
2.4 
2.9 
2.4 
7.9 
3.8 
33.3 
50.0 
3.4 
12.7 
6.4 
18.2 
6.4 
.. 
~ 
~ 
..4 
3.2 
2.0 
2.5 
2.5 
3.2 
2.9 
1.2 
1.6 
3.8 
7.7 
3.8 
1.1 
3.2 
2.8 
1.8 
2.5 
~ 
~ 
~ 
0 
Ill 
to 
f1 
~ 
8 
z 
c.:> 
f-' 
00 
-:t 
-:t 
TABLE 31.-AVERAGE MONEY INCOME OTHER THAN EARNINGS AND NUMBER OF FAMILIES H AVI NG INCOME ACCORDING TO 
LOCATION, O CCUPATION, INCOME LEVEL, AND SIZE AND COMPOSITION OF FAMILY. 
Bases of 
Classification 
Number 
of 
Families 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Occupation 
Clerical .. . •. .. .. •.. ....• 
Wage-earning .. . ...•.• •. . 
Income Level 
Under $1000 ...... .. .. .. 
$1000-$1499 ... ... ...... . 
1500- 1999 . .. .... ,', ... . 
2000- 2499 ............. .. 
2500- 2999 .... - ...... .. 
3000- 3499 .... ... .... .. 
~ t:no !lnrl nuPr .• 
Family Size and Composition 
(Family Type) 
I ...... . ....... .. 
II ..... . ......... . 
III ....... ... ..... . 
IV . . . ... . ..... ... . 
v ........... .. . .. 
VI .. . .... .. .... .. . 
VII ... . ... . ... .... . 
220 
216 
!57 
279 
124 
104 
82 
63 
26 
24 
n 
105 
88 
33 
109 
55 
14 
2 
] 
0 
E-< 
$ 57 
19 
52 
31 
17 
19 
51 
24 
36 
130 
222 
18 
19 
16 
88 
36 
35 
53 
Average Money Income Other Than Earnings 
en 
-:£] 
.... 
.. ., 
.. ·-~ > 
.:·-
,_.q 
$ 3 
* 
2 
1 
3 
1 
10 
15 
4 
7 
"' 
'"' 
0 
.. 
P; 
$10 
2 
1 
9 
3 
9 
180 
2 
24 
Ul 
'E 
.. 
""' 
$20 
5 
25 
6 
3 
9 
20 
7 
32 
40 
20 
5 
14 
I1 
26 
1 
1 
53 
·"' 
"'" .~ :~ 
"" 
"" H< 
$11 
6 
4 
11 
8 
1 
30 
1I 
I S 
31 
"' 
0 
$ 6 
* 
6 
2 
1 
4 
4 
2 
4 
* 
5 
2 
3 
"' 
" 0 
" g 
"5 
~ 
:@ 
$ 9 
7 
14 
4 
1 
7 
* 
10 
* 
76 
8 
1 
2 
16 
27 
"' ~ 
0 
~ 
$- 2 
-1 
-1 
-1 
-1 
. 
-3 
. 
-6 
-1 
- 3 
. 
-1 
- 1 
- 1 
$12 All Families . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. .. 436 $ 38 $ 2 .-- • _ 
*$0,50 or less, 
] 
0 
E-< 
so 
40 
36 
54 
18 
14 
15 
13 
7 
12 
11 
I7 
14 
I5 
26 
14 
3 
I 
90 
Number of Families Having Incogte 
"' 
·"" <;;;<:
.... 
.. ., 
... -~> 
.,.-
..... :::~ 
8 
1 
4 
5 
2 
1 
2 
1 
2 
9 
"' 
'"' 
0 
~
1 
2 
1 
2 
1 
2 
Ul 
'E 
~ 
20 
10 
17 
13 
5 
8 
5 
4 
3 
3 
2 
5 
7 
3 
12 
1 
1 
1 
30 
_, 
"'"' t: ·-0 ·~ 
·u; g 
lJ<' H< 
6 
3 
3 
6 
5 
2 
2 
2 
2 
9 
!! 
0 
11 
1 
9 
3 
2 
4 
2 
3 
3 
4 
1 
I 
2 
I 
I2 
"' 
" 0 .. 
" ~
OJ 
~ 
:@ 
7 
21 
6 
22 
3 
3 
2 
5 
1 
8 
6 
3 
8 
7 
10 
28 
"' ~ 
0 
~ 
7 
4 
4 
7 
4 
3 
1 
1 
1 
4 
1 
2 
3 
1 
11 
-:J 
00 
~ 
U1 gs 
c:: 
~ 
P> 
~ 
0 
c:: 
t< 
J-3 
c:: 
~ 
t< 
tr.l 
~ 
111 
~ 
:;:: 
111 
z 
8 
l/2 
J-3 
I> 
J-3 
H 
0 
z 
TABLE 32.-DIFFERENCE IN AVERAGE EXPENSE FOR SIX CLASSES OF EXPENDITURES WHEN BASED ON ALL FAMILIES AND ONLY 
ON FAMILIE S HAVING EXPENSE. 
Bases 
of 
Classi"fication 
Number 
of 
Families 
Location 
Columbia 
Moberly 
Occupation 
Clerical . . ...... . ... . 
\Vage.earning 
Income Level 
Under $1000 
$1000-$1499 
1500- 1999 .. . .. . .. . 
2000- 2499 .. .. .... . 
2500- 2999 .. .•.. ... 
3000- 3499 . .... . .• . 
3500 and Over . ... • 
Family Size and Composi-
tion(!) ( 2) 
Family Type I - 2.0 
" " II - 3.0 
" III - 4.0 
" IV - 3.5 
" v - 5.4 
" VI - 5.4 
All Families 
220 
216 
157 
279 
124 
104 
82 
63 
26 
24 
13 
105 
88 
63 
109 
55 
14 
436 
Furnishings 
and Equipment 
With 
Expense 
Per Av. 
cent Av. All 
84.5 
77.3 
84.7 
78.9 
62.1 
86.5 
85.4 
93.7 
96.2 
83.3 
92.3 
76.2 
87.5 
82.5 
77.1 
83.6 
92.9 
81.0 
$66 
56 
67 
58 
26 
61 
74 
60 
93 
100 
96 
62 
68 
80 
47 
57 
55 
$61 
$56 
44 
57 
46 
16 
53 
63 
56 
89 
84 
88 
48 
60 
66 
36 
48 
51 
$50 
Automobile 
With 
Expense 
Per 
cent Av. 
61.4 
66.2 
68.8 
60.9 
29.8 
67.3 
79.3 
77.8 
88.5 
87.5 
100.0 
69.5 
61.4 
66.7 
59.6 
69.1 
35.7 
63.8 
$236 
187 
235 
195 
73 
164 
185 
219 
284 
479 
383 
192 
188 
241 
218 
236 
225 
$211 
Av. 
All 
$144 
124 
162 
119 
22 
110 
147 
171 
25 1 
419 
383 
133 
115 
130 
130 
163 
80 
$134 
Other Travel 
and Trans. 
With 
Expense 
~ Av. 
cent Av. All 
30.9 
8.3 
28.0 
15.1 
9.7 
21.2 
20.7 
28.6 
42.3 
20.8 
7.7 
13.3 
21.6 
20.6 
20.2 
21.8 
42.9 
19.7 
$19 
18 
20 
18 
7 
16 
25 
33 
6 
15 
25 
26 
12 
12 
31 
10 
14 
$19 
$6 
1 
6 
3 
1 
3 
5 
9 
3 
3 
2 
3 
3 
2 
6 
2 
6 
$4 
pl Exclusive of two families of Type VII. (2) Averatre numl_>er of persons in f amily type. 
Tobacco Wit_h __ _ 
Expense 
~
cent Av. 
76.8 
83.8 
74.5 
83.2 
79.0 
76.9 
84.1 
77.8 
84.6 
79.2 
92.3 
74.3 
81.8 
88.9 
79.8 
85. 5 
64.3 
80.0 
$38 
35 
39 
35 
23 
31 
38 
47 
6? 
48 
62 
36 
35 
35 
36 
41 
29 
$36 
Av. 
All 
$29 
29 
29 
29 
18 
24 
32 
37 
52 
38 
57 
27 
29 
31 
29 
35 
18 
$29 
Education 
With 
Expense 
~
cent Av. 
47.3 
41.2 
45.2 
43.7 
33.1 
42.3 
45 .1 
60 . .1 
50.0 
45.8 
69.2 
1.0 
52.3 
76.2 
31.2 
89.1 
92.9 
44. 3 
$21 
35 
31 
26 
12 
13 
22 
39 
19 
56 
119 
50 
20 
26 
32 
38 
10 
$28 
Av. 
All 
$10 
14 
14 
11 
4 
6 
10 
23 
9 
26 
83 
1 
10 
20 
10 
34 
10 
$12 
Other Items 
With 
Expense 
~ Av. 
cent A v. All 
26.4 
14.4 
26.8 
16.8 
9.7 
13.5 
24.4 
34.9 
42.3 
29.2 
23.1 
18.1 
2.1.9 
15.9 
22.9 
18.2 
21.4 
20.4 
$33 
18 
10 
44 
10 
28 
56 
10 
5 
7 
177 
9 
6 
84 
22 
64 
3 
$28 
$ 9 
3 
3 
7 
1 
4 
14 
4 
2 
2 
41 
2 
2 
13 
5 
11 
1 
$ 6 
~ 
M 
UJ 
M 
:> 
~ 
0 
~ 
to 
c ,_ 
t-< 
t::j 
>-3 
z 
00 
f-.' 
00 
-.:) 
t.D 
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TABLE 33.-DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES BY RENT PAID PER ROOM ACCORDING 
TO LOCATION AND OCCUPATION OF FAMILY. 
All L ocation Occupation 
----
R enters Columbia Moberly Clerical Wage-earning 
Per Per Per Per P er Rent Per 
Room No. cent No. cent No. cent No. cent No. cent 
--------------------------------$1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 
2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71 
2.4 
28.2 22 
3 . • • . . . . • • . . . . . . . 49 19.4 23 
4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58 23.0 37 
5 . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 2~ 9.5 15 
6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 6.3 12 
7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . 10 4.0 8 
8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 3.2 7 
9 . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . 2 0.8 2 
10 . ......... .. ... . 
II . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 · a:4 1 
12 or More. . .. .. . . 7 2.8 6 
16.5 
17.3 
27.8 
11.3 
9.0 
6.0 
5.3 
1.5 
0.8 
4 .5 
6 
49 
26 
21 
9 
4 
2 
1 
5.0 
41:1 
21.8 
17.8 
7.6 
3.4 
1.7 
0.8 
0.8 
3 
10 
9 
24 
14 
9 
5 
6 
2 
3 
3.5 
11.8 
10.6 
28.2 
16.4 
10.6 
5.9 
7.1 
2.4 
3 
61 
40 
34 
10 
7 
5 
2 
1 
4 
1.8 
36.5 
24.0 
20.4 
6.0 
4.2 
2.9 
1.2 
All F amilies .. . . .. . 252 100.0 133 100.0 119 100.0 85 100.0 167 100.0 
TABLE 34.-PROPORTION OF FAMILIES HAVIN G SPECIFIED FACILITIES I N CLUDED 
IN RENT ACCORDING TO LOCATION AND OCCUPATION OF F AMILY. 
All Location Occupat ion 
Renters Columbia Moberly Clerical Wage-earning 
Per Per Per Per Per Facilities Included 
in Rent No. cent* No. cent* No. cent* No. cent* No. cent* 
Garage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I SO 75.0 99 76.3 81 72.3 62 
Water . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 4.2 4 3.1 6 5.4 5 
Heat . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 7.9 12 9.4 7 6.2 10 
Refrigeration . . . . . . . . . . . 24 10.0 13 10.2 11 9.8 9 
Light . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 13 5.4 11 8.6 2 1.8 5 
Furnishings . . . . . . . . . . . • 13 5.4 12 9.4 0.9 5 
-------------------- -----------Renters Reporting . . . . . . 240 95.2 128 96.2 112 94.1 81 
76.5 
6.2 
12.3 
11.1 
6.2 
6.2 
95.3 
118 
5 
9 
15 
8 
8 
159 
74.2 
3.1 
5.7 
9.4 
5.0 
5.0 
95.2 
-------------------
*Based on number of renters reporting on fa.cilities included in rent. 
